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Current Topics. 


The Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 

IT WILL BE seen, from the notices we print elsewhere, that 
Newfoundland 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1952), and Queens- 
land 33 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1940/1960), have been added 
to the investments authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, subject 
to the restrictions contained in section 2 (2) of that Act, 


The Panama Canal. 

Ir APPEARS that both Houses of Congress have passed the 
Panama Canal Bill with the clause exempting coasting vessels 
from tolls, and that President Tarr has unsuccessfully 
endeavoured to obtain the passing of a concurrent resolution 
declaring that the Bill is not to abrogate any treaty obligation, 
and affirming the right of any claimant to carry a suit to recover 
damages to the Supreme Court. Considering that the President 
is himself a distinguished lawyer, it is natural that he should be 
disinclined to adopt without qualification a measure which 
appears to violate treaty obligation; though it is stated 
that he himself considers that exemption from tolls for 
coastwise ships is not such a violation. We referred last 
week to the wide extension, which has been given to the term 
“eoasting,” and we assume that there is no distinction between 
this and “coastwise.” The extension is illustrated by a letter in 
the /imes of the 17th inst. from Mr. E. A. Hewett, chairman 
of the Hong Kong General Chamber of Commerce, in which it 
is pointed out that a voyage from New York vid the Suez Canal 
to San Francisco has been treated by the Customs authorities at 
San Francisco as a coasting voyage. On this construction most 
of the American vessels using the canal will apparently be able 
to claim exemption. Since the Bill is required for the 
administration of the canal, it is difficult to postpone it, so that 
it would seem the President has little option but to give his 
assent. 


Appeals to the County Court under the National 
Insurance Act. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a set of County Court Rules which have 
been issued to regulate the procedure under sections 66 and 68 
of the National Insuranee Act, 1911. Section 66 relates to the 
: determination of questions arising (a) as to whether any employ- 
,ment is within Part I of the Act (Health Insurance), or as to 
whether a person is entitled to become a voluntary contribu- 
‘tor; (6) as tothe rate of contributions payable im respect of 

insured persons ; and (c) as to the rates payable by an employer 
and a contributor respectively. Such questions may be decided 
by the Insurance Commissioners themselves, but if the question 
| is whether an employment is within the Act they may refer it 
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to the High Court, and under this provision several decisions, 
it is well known, have been already given; and if the 
question is as to the rate of contribution payable in 
respect of an insured person who is a member of an 
approved society, they may provide by regulations for 
its being determined by the society. But if the Insurance 
Commissioners determine any question under paragraph (qa), 
any person aggrieved may appeal to the county court, with a 
further right of appeal on any question of law to such judge of 
the High Court as may be selected by the Lord Chancellor, 
and his decision will be final. The rules now issued provide that 
appeal to the county court shall be by petition, the petition to be 
filed within one month from the date of the decision appealed 
against ; and they apply to such petitions certain of the County 
Court Rules, ord. 42, issued in 1911, relating to appeals against 
decisions of referees as to land values under the Finance Act, 
1910, s. 33 (4). 


Protection Against Distress and Execution. 


By section 68 of the National Insurance Act, 1911, pro- 
tection is given against distress and execution in certain cases. 
The medical practitioner attending a sick person in receipt 
of sickness benefit may certify that distress or execution 
on his goods, or the taking of proceedings in ejectment or 
for the recovery of rent, will endanger hislife; and upon the 
certificate being sent to and recorded by the Insurance Com- 
missioners, any such proceedings will be unlawful during the 
period named in the certificate. But the creditor or claimant, if 
he wishes to dispute the accuracy of the certificate, may apply to 
the registrar of the county court; and the registrar can make 
an order cancelling or modifying the certificate, and there is no 
appeal from his decision, whether he makes or refuses to make 
an order. Certificates are in force for one week only, but are 
renewable from week to week up to three months. At the end 
of a month, however, the creditor or claimant may require 
security to be given for the payment of future rent, or the 
amount of the judgment debt, and the registrar will finally 
determine any dispute as to the sufficiency of the 
security. The rules now issued make provision for pro- 
ceedings being stayed upon notice of the certificate being 
given to the registrar or bailiff, and for applications—-which 
must be on notice in writing filed with the registrar— 
for cancelling or modifying a certificate or determining the 
sufficiency of security. It may be observed that the 
protection given by the Act appears to be attended by 
very claborate precautions, and if the condition of the 
insured person is such as to warrant a certificate, all this 
machinery of application to the registrar seems to be strangely 
out of place. ‘The protection, if given at all, might have been 
given with a less grudging hand. There are, we presume, few 
creditors or landlords who would take or enforce proceedings 
under circumstances which would justify a certificate ; and, for 
the sake of those few, it is hardly worth while to swell still 
further the bulk of the county court rules. The doctor's 
certificate alone might well be sufficient. 


The Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee. 


LAWYERS, as well as members of the public at large, have 
felt somewhat bewildered by the app:rent lack of connection 
between the recommendations contained in Lord MzRsxry’s recent 
report upon the Tifanic disaster and those contained in the 
report, just issued as a blue book by the Board of Trade, of the 
Merchant Shipping Advisory Committee, appointed by that 
department under section 429 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, to consider the provision of life-appliances at sea. 
The explanation is threefold. In the first place, the committee 
has been holding an independent inquiry of its own contem- 
poraneous wiih that of Lord Mersey, and, therefore, has not 
adopted the simple plan of considering and commenting on his 
suggestions. In the second place, his lordship bad only one 
disaster to a passenger-vessel to consider, whereas the whole 
mercantile marine is within the ambit of the committee's inves- 
tigation. Lastly, the committee is a composite body constituted 
80 as to represent a variety of interests, and therefore its conclu- 





sions tend to resemble the clauses of a bill which emerges from the 
House of Commons after conflict, compromise, and amendment, 
rather than the impartial report of a judicial authority. This 
latter fact explains the two features of the report which at first 
sight are puzzling: its apparent conservatism, notwithstanding 
the lesson of the Jitanic disaster, and the numerous reservations 
which various groups of members make. In fact, it is simply 
a majority report. In the main, it is clear, the representatives 
of the shipowners and allied interests have shaped the report ; 
while the representatives of the seafaring classes are dissatisfied 
with a good deal of it. Thus one minority report, which con- 
siders that the proposed changes will not greatly diminish the 
danger of fire, is that of Captain HAMPSON, ex-chairman of the 
Merchant Service Guild. Again, asevere criticism of the futility 
(as it alleges) of the present boat-lowering arrangements is signed 
by four members, two of whom represent shipmasters’ associations, 
one a seaman’s union, and one marine engineers. Lastly, the whole 
efficiency and adequacy of the present manning of merchant ships 
is called in question by a report by the same four members and also 
by the representative of the Pilots’ Association. Now a glance 
at the seventeenth schedule to the Merchant Shipping Act, 
which prescribes the constitution of the committee, shews that 
it contains fifteen members, of whom five are elected by various 
bodies of shipowners, two by underwriters, two by naval archi- 
tects, three by shipmasters’ associations, and three by sailors, 
engineers, and pilots. Obviously the interests of the first three 
classes are to diminish as much as possible the cost of equipping 
ships ; their voting power is nine to six; and in addition the 
three shipmasters’ representatives are scarcely likely to prove an 
unduly independent moiety in this minority of six. Passengers 
and the public do not appear to have any voice at all. Happily, 
the Board of Trade can, by procuring an Order in Council, alter 
the constitution of the Advisory Committ e; this course was 
recommended by Lord Mersey ; and it may be doubted whether 
any report of the Committee will command much confidence on 
the part of public opinion unless and until this is done. It may 
be noticed that the Board of Trade also have power to appoint 
Advisory Committees under section 79 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1906. 


Disobedience to Lawful Orders. 

Tue Decision in Parker vy Hambrook (ante, p. 750) is 
perhaps the most instructive of the batch of Workmen’s Com- 
pensation cases which recently were decided by the Court of 
Appeal. Under the Act of 1897 no workman could recover com- 
pensation when the accident complained of resulted from his 
own ‘serious and wilful misconduct”; but this gave rise to so 
many attempts to put up this defence in cases where death 
precluded the workman from giving his version of the story that 
the Act of 1906, while retaining the exception in the case of 
injuries causing only “ partial incapacity,” abolished it when the 
accident resulted in “total incapacity,” or death. Very soon, 
however, one aspect of this defence came up again in a new 
form. As all our readers know, the statutory accident which 
confers a right to compensation must arise ‘“‘out of and in the 
course of the employment.” Now “wilful misconduct” by a 
workman is usually an express or implied disobedience to his 
orders ; and such disobedience, it was argued, may amount to 
such a repudiation of his contractual obligations as to terminate 
the contract, and so make the accident which immediately 
results something quite outside the employment. This 
argument was acceded to by the Court of Appeal in two 
cases reported together: Harding’s case and /MWeighill’s 
case (1911, 2 K. B. pp. 747, 757). The test there laid down as to 
the kind of disobedience which amounts to an act “ outside” the 
workman's employment is simple and satisfactory, at least in 
theory. If the workman does some act which he is directed to 
do in a forbidden manner, his act is “in the course of his employ- 
ment” although an act of misconduct, and he is entitled to re- 
cover. But if he does gratuitously some act he is not told to do 
at all, or which is forbidden and disconnected with his proper 
task, then his conduct is “outside” the course of his employ- 
ment, and he has failed to satisfy the statutory condition prece- 
dent to the liability of the defendant. Thus, to borrow an 
illustration used by Lord Justice KENNEDY in the present case, 









i ee ee | le, ee el Ul Ul Ol 





Aug. 24, 1912. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 56.) 759 











a window cleaner who cleans a window from outside, although 
forbidden to do so, is within the statute; but one who cleans 
window B when told only to clean window A is a mere volun- 
teer in respect thereof, and can claim no statutory privilege. 
Pukv vy. Hambrook applied this test to the case of a workman 
who was employed to dig in a granite quarry, and forbidden to 
enter a tench near at hand; he disobeyed, with fatal conse- 
quence to himself ; it was held that, since he could do in the trench 
no act relating to his employment, his misconduct in going there 
deprived his dependants of their right to compensation. 


Mitigation of Damages. 

Iv 1s worth while noting that the House of Lords (as reported 
ante, p. 734) has just reversed the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in British Westinghouse Electric, &c., Co. v. Underground Electric Co. 
de, (81 L. J. K. B. 473). The first-named company had contracted 
to supply steam turbines to the second under a contract of sale, 
which included stringent conditions in respect of economy in 
working. The purchasers accepted the turbines and used them 
for some vears, but found that they did not satisfy these con- 
ditions. They then replaced them by purchasing Parsons’ tur- 
bines, which did fulfil them. The vendors claimed tho 
balance of the purchase price, on the ground that their 
turbines had been accepted and used ; the purchasers counter 
claimed for damages under section 53 (1) of the Sale of Goods 
Act, 1893, which allows the purchaser of goods not up to 
warranty to plead damages in diminution of price, or to 
counterclaim for damages. But sub-section (2) of the same 
section, which applies when he selects the latter alternative 
as was here the case, provides that “the measure of 
damages for breach of warranty is the estimated loss directly 
and naturally resulting, in the ordinary course of events, from 
the warranty”; and sub-section (3) further enacts that, when 
the warranty broken is one of quality—as was also here 
the case—“ such loss is primi facie the difference between the 
value of the goods at the time of delivery to the buyer and the 
value they would have had if they had answered the warranty.” 
In section 54 there is a saving clause for “special ” damage; but 
this is irrelevant to the present case, since it is well-settled law 
that in breach of contract, special damage is not recoverable 
unless the parties clearly contemplated it, and contracted on the 
basis that it was to be so, which was not here the case: Had- 
ley v. Baxendale (1854, 9 Exch. 341). Now, the purchasers could 
not shew any such damage as is required by the statutory rules 
set out above, but they contended that—in accordance with the 
well-known doctrine in cases where a tort is committed, such as 
a nuisance—they were entitled to provide at the date of 
discovering the breach against the possibility of damage by 
purchasing the new turbines, and that this expense was 
recoverable as being the expenses of “ mitigating the damage.” 
This argument convinced the Court of Appeal, but was rejected 
by the House of Lords. The final Court of Appeal held that 
damage not covered by the statutory princip'e was irrelevant 
and irrecoverable. 


Express and Implied Obligations in 
Respect of Title. 


A PERSON who enters into an open contract for the sale of land 
undertakes thereby an obligation to make a good title, and primd 
facie it might be supposed that this obligation, which is implied 
from the nature of the contract (see Williams’ Vendor and 
Purchaser, 2nd ed., p. 32, note ()) ), would not be varied by the 
insertion of an express stipulation to the same effect. It appears 
to be settled, however, that an express stipulation differs from 
an implied stipulation in that evidence of the purchaser’s 
knowledge of detects of title is admissible to restrict the effect of 
an implied obligation, while it is not admissible to restrict the 
effect of an express obligation. This is on the ground that 
arol evidence is not admissible to vary the written agreement. 

hus, in Cato v. Thompson (9 Q. B. D. 616), a vendor agreed to 
sell certain freehold houses and to. make a good market- 
able title. On investigation of the title it appeared 








that the property was subject to stringent restrictive 
covenants which prevented the title being marketable. The 
purchaser rejected the title, and brought an action to recover 
his deposit. The vendor produced evidence that the purchaser 
knew of the restrictive covenants when the contract was entered 
into. Lopxs, J., admitted the evidence, and the jury accepted 
it, and found that the purchaser knew of the covenants; but 
subsequently he considered that he had been wrong in admitting 
the evidence, since it contradicted the written contract, and he 
entered judgment for the purchasor. In this the Court of 
Appeal held he was right. “ Parvl evidence,” said LINDLEY, L.J., 
“is admissible where you have a case of specific performance 
with compensation, but an express bargain to make a good title 
cannot be modified by parol evidence.” 

The question has arisen in cases of sales of leasehold 
property in connection with breaches of covenant. If there is 
at the time of completion an existing breach of covenant which 
has not been waived or released by the lessor, this, primd facie, 
forms a defect in the title ; and if there is an express agreement 
to make a good title, evidence cannot be given that the purchaser 
was aware of thedefect. Barnelt v. Wheeler(7 M. & W. 364) was, 
like Cato vy. T’hompson (supra), a purchaser’s action founded on 
breach of an express contract to make a title to leasehold 
premises held on a repairing lease. The premises were out of 
repair, and the vendor pleaded that the purchaser had know- 
ledge of the breach of covenant. The plea was held bad on 
demurrer. “The defendant,” said PARKE, B., ‘‘ has entered into 
an express contract to deduce a good title to the premises by a 
specified day ; and it affords no reason for his not performing 
that contract that the plaintiff, at the time of the sale, was 
aware of the defect of title by the breach of the covenant to 
repair” ; and he pointed out that the vendor, in making the 
express contract, might have relied on being able to cure the 
defect by showing waiver or release of the breach before 
completion. 

Before the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the burden of proving 
compliance with the covenants of the lease was on the vendor, 
and hence it was customary to provide that the production of 
the receipt for the last rent should be evidence of this. That 
statute by section 3 (5) partly avoided the necessity for an 
express stipulation by providing that, on production of the 
receipt, the purchaser must assume, unless the contrary appears, 
that the covenants of the lease have been complied with. A 
vendor, where possible, goes further, and introduces a stipulation 
that production of the receipt shall be conclusive evidence of 
compliance with the covenants ; but if he does not do this, then 
it is open to the purchaser to shew that there has been a breach 
of covenant, and if it has not been waived or released, it is a 
defect of title on which the purchaser can rely, if the vendor 
expressly agreed to make a good title, notwithstanding that the 
purchaser had notice of it ; otherwise, however, the purchaser is 
debarred by his knowledge from setting up the breach. 

In Re Highett & Bird's Contract (1903, 1 Ch. 287) the Court 
of Appeal beld—-as, indeed, seems obvious—that in this respect 
the statute had not altered the rule established by Lornett v. 
Wheeler (supra). The only effect of the statutory provision was, 
as COLLINS, M.R., pointed out, to shift the burden of proof, and 
put it on the purchaser to prove any breach of covenant ; but 
if he could do this, then the result was the same as before the 
Act: the vendor had broken his agreement to make a good 
title, and if this was express the knowledge of the purchaser 
was not material. In that case, indeed, the distinction between 
an express and an implied contract to make a good title was 
not taken. The contract, in fact, contained no express stipula- 
tion on this head, and there was only the obligation implied on 
an open contract. Nevertheless, it was held that the vendor 
could not rely on the purchaser’s knowledge of the breach of 
covenant. But in Re Allen d: Driscoll’s Contract (1904, 2 Ch. 
226) Romer, L.J., referred to this as an oversight, and said that 
Re Highett & Bird (supra) was decided on the footing of there 
being an express stipulation. “The arguments,” he said, 
“proceeded on the assumption that the vendor was in the same 
position as if he had expressly agreed to make a good title. The 
case was decided on that footing, and it is not to be taken as an 
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authority for any case in which there is not an express contract 
by the vendor to make a good title.” The case of a contract for 
sale without an express agreement to make a title oceurred in 
Clarke v. Colman (Weekly Notes, 1895, p. 114), and the Court 
of Appeal held that evidence of the purchaser’s knowledge of 
the breach of covenant was admissible, and prevented him from 
repudiating the title. 

The same question was discussed in the recent case of Re 
Taunton, &c., Building Society & Roberts’ Contract (ante, p. 688) 
before PARKER, J., but in the result the decision was given on 
different grounds. The sale was by mortgagees. Down to the 
day fixed for completion there were breaches of covenant, and 
the lessor had been threatening proceedings ; but, in fact, neither 
the mortgagees nor the purchaser were aware of this. There was 
no express agreement by the mortgagees to make a good title, so 
that, if the purchaser had had notice, he could not, apparently, 
have complained. In the absence of notice, however, the dis- 
tinction between an express and an implied agreement to make 
a good title was immaterial. The purchaser was not debarred 
by any special condition from shewing the existence of the 
breaches, and accordingly the vendors had not satisfied their 
obligation to make a title. 

Notwithstanding, however, the observation of Romer, LWJ., 
in Re Allen & Driscoll’s Contract (supra), there seems to be no 
good reason why the purchaser’s knowledge of the breaches of 
covenant should release the vendor from his implied obligation ; 
and the reasoning in Barnett v. Wheeler (supra) does not suggest 
that he ought to be released. Whether the obligation is ex- 
pressed or implied, the vendor may be expected to obtain a 
release of breaches of covenant, and, in principle, the knowledge 
of the purchaser does not seem to affect this duty. Probably 
the dictum in Re Allen & Driscoll will require reconsideration, 








Reviews. 
Company Law. 


Company LAW AND Precepents. By Artuur STIEBEL, M.A., 

Barrister at-Law. Butterworth & Co 

The ground of company law is already covered by works of 
established reputation, but there is always room for reconsideration 
and restatement of subjects of general importance, and Mr. Stiebel 
has successfully attempted this in the work which lies before us. 
We may express the wish that it had been either more concise or 
had been divided into two volumes. In the size to which it has 
attained it is too large for convenient use. And Mr. Stiebel would 
have done well to place his precedents together, instead of 
distributing them throughout the text. But he has been careful 
not only to put his own labour into the book, but to obtain skilled 
and practical assistance from other quarters. As to winding-up 
he has had the help of Mr. Thomas Barnes, of the Companies 
(Winding-up) Department, with a view to securing an accurate account 
of the practice and procedure in winding-up; and officials of the 

soard of Trade, and of the Companies Registration office, have given 

him information on various points of practice in their respective 
departments. And the incorporation of recent decisions has been 
brought up to the latest penal date—a praiseworthy, it somewhat 
thankless task, on the part of an author. For a text-book of this 
nature should have some permanence, and the course of judicial 
decision is, for an author, fickle and embarrassing. With whatever 
care he may bring his references up to date, the courts at once 
begin to play havoc with his law and add fresh decisions to the 
interminable series. 

As regards the contents of the book, Mr. Stiebel has covered his 
subject very completely. An introductory chapter deals generally with 
the existing statute law, the mode of forming public and private com- 
panies, and the effect of incorporation. This is followed by the forms 
required for use on registration of a company. Subsequent chapters 
deal with the memorandum and articles of association, promoters, the 
contract of membership, shares, management and administration 
debentures, reduction of capital and winding-up. The forms of articles 
of association comprise a full form, with various supplementary clauses 
including an article restricting transfers of shares, and also a short 
form incorporating Table A. In practice a good short form of this 
kind is much wanted, but it Roll be arranged under headings so 
as to shew exactly how the various parts of Table A are affected. 
Mr. Stiebel adopts the more usual plan of simply varying particular 
clanses of Table A by a succession of articles. The c apter on 





debentures contains a useful statement of the borrowing powers of 
companies. Toa certain extent these are implied from the objects 
of the company ; more usually they are expressly conferred by the 
memorandum and articles. At p. 453 the nature of a floating 
charge is stated, with reference to Lord Macnaghten’s well-known 
definition in Government Stocks Investment Co. v. Manila Railway 
(1897, A. C. 81), and it is suggested that, in view of dicta in the De 








Beers case (1912, A. C. 52), the question of the applicability of the 
doctrine of clogging the equity to floating charges, and, indeed, the 
nature of the rights conferred by a Hoating charge, may have to be 
reconsidered. The use of the book would have been materially 
facilitated if marginal notes had been added, but the author’s task 
in collecting into one volume a comprehensive statement of company 
law, with the relevant precedents, was perhaps sufficiently great 
without such additional labour. 
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Charities, 


Tue Law Retatinc to taHé ADMINISTRATION oF CHARITIES 
UNDER THE CHARITABLE Trusts AcTs, 1853-1894; Roman 
Catuouic Crarttres Act, 1860; Loca, GovERNMBNT Act, 1894, 
AND Orner Sratures. Wira Forms or AppiicatTions IN Use 
BY THE Caarity CoMMISSIONERS AND Bouvard or Epvucarion. 
3y Tuomas Bovurcurér-Cattcotr, Barrister-at-Law. Turd 
Epition. Stevens & Haynes, 


The law contained in the Charitable Trusts Acts is Ohe of con 
siderable difficulty and complication, notably in regard to the 
exemptions contained in section 62 of the Act of 1853. Primd 
facie, it might seem easy te determine when a charity is maintained 
“ wholly by voluntary contributions” so as to be entitled to exemp- 
tion ; but the reports shew—for instance, in Re Stockport, &c., Schools 
(1898, 2 Ch. 687), and Re Society for Training Teachers and Whittle’s 
Contract (1907, 2 Ch. 486)—that this is by no means the case, and 
difficult questions have arisen whether a voluntary charity ceases to 
be within the exemption because it has land given to it for a site, 
or because it receives contributions from public sources, Mr. 
Bourchier’s treatment of this troublesome section is very geod. After 
printing the section in its original unregenerate form, he splits it 
into paragraphs, and shews, by reference to and discussion of the 
cases, the effect of each separate provision. Specially important also 
is the restriction placed by section 29 of the Act of 1855, on the sale 
and leasing of charity lands—a restriction which does not apply, inter 
alia, where powers are conferred by a “scheme legally established ” ; 
but, as was held in Re Mason’s Orphanage (1896, 1 Ch. 62), powers 
conferred by the trust instrument itself are not thus conferred, 








and a scheme “legally established ” must be a scheme established by 
the court, or the Charity Commissioners, or other competent 
authority. The notes on the estatlishment of schemes by the court 
are carefully written and contain full reference to the cases. Mr. 
Bourchier-Chilcott’s book is a useful guide to the Acts, and we are 
glad to see it has reached a third edition, 








New Orders, &c. 


Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 


(63 and 64 Vict. c. 62.) 
Additions to List of Stocks under Section 2. 


In pursuance of section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice, 
that the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of 
the undermentioned stock registered or inscribed in the United 
Kingdom :— 

Newfoundland Government 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1952). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2) of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 
1900, section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 14th August, 1912. 


Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 


a 


Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that 








the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the 
undermentioned stock, registered or inscribed in the United 
Kingdom :— 
ueensland Government 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock (1940/1960). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, subsection (2) of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above stock (see Colonial Stock 
Act, 1900, section 2). 
Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 19th August 1912. 
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The County Court Rules, 1912. 
(Continued from page 748.) 
APPENDIX. 
37s. 

Qrper VII., Rure 34s. 


Paragraph to be added to form 37a where a defendant is a married 
woman or a widow. 

The defendant is a married woman [a widow], 
and judgment is to be entered against her in respect of a contract before 
coverture [during coverture or since the determination of the coverture]. 

75 INSTEAD oF 75. 
Notice of Payment into Court with Denial of Liability. 
Orper IX., Rute 12 (1, 2, 5). 

Take notice, that the above-named defendant [or C. D., one of the 
above-named defendants] has paid into court the sum of £ in 
satisfaction of the whole of the plaintiff’s claim herein [or of so much 
of the plaintiff’s claim as relates to (here describe the part of the claim 
or cause of action in respect of which the payment is made)], and the 
sum of £ in respect of fees and costs [or on tender]. 

And further take notice, that notwithstanding such payment the 
defendant denies his liability. 7 

And further take notice, that the address of the said defendant is 
as follows (state the address). 

Dated, &c. C.. D., 

the above-named defendant [or 
E. F., solicitor for the above- 
named defendant. ] 

To the Registrar of the Court 

and to A. B., the above- 
named. Plaintiff. 

Nore.—A sealed copy of this notice must be sent to the plaintiff with 
Form 74 when the defendant denies liability. 


76 INSTEAD oF 76. 
Notice of Acceptance of Sum Paid into Court or io Plaintiff. 
Orver IX., Rutes 13 (1, 14, 4), 20 (1, 4); OnpeR XXVI., Rute 5 (3). 
[To be added where plaintiff intends to apply for costs.] 


Take notice that the plaintiff accepts the sum of £ paid by the 
defendant [or garnishee] into court [or to the plaintiff] in satisfaction 
of the claim in respect of which it is paid in. 

But the plaintiff will apply to the Judge on the day 
of at the hour of in the noon, for an 
order directing the defendant [or garnishee] to pay the fees and costs 
(beyond the fees and costs paid into court) properly incurred by the 
plaintiff before the receipt of notice of payment into court [or before 
the receipt of the said sum of £ j, and in attending the Court 
to obtain such order. 


Dated this day of 19 
Plaintiff. 
To the Registrar of the Court 
and 
To the Defendant [or garnishee]. 
102 rnsteAD oF 102,. 
Order for Delivery of Interrogatorics. 
Orpver XVI., Rutes 2, 23a (3). 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Plaint ° 
Between A. B., plaintiff, . 
and 
C. D., defendant. 
Upon hearing 
It is ordered that the on payment of the sum of into 


court [or without giving security] be at liberty within days from 
the date of this order to deliver to the interrogatories in 
writing, and that the said do answer the interrogatories by 
affidavit, and return such answer to me for filing and deliver a copy 
thereof to the within days from the service of this 
order [add, where payment into court ordered, and a copy of the 
receipt for payment into court] upon him, and that the costs of this 
application be ‘ 

Dated this day of ° 


Registrar. 
106 insTEAD oF 106A. 
Order for Affidavit as to Documents. 
Orver XVI., Rutes 10, 23a (3). 
In the County Court of holden at 
No. of Plaint ‘ 


Between A. B., plaintiff, 
and 
C. D., defendant. 
Upon hearing 
It is ordered that on payment by the of the sum of 
into court [or without security given by the ] the do 








within days from the service of this order [add, where pay- 
ment into court ordered, and a copy of the receipt for payment into 
court] upon him, answer on affidavit stating what documents are or 
have been in possession or power relating to the matters in 
question in this action, and return such affidavit to me for filing and 
deliver a copy thereof to the , and that the coste 
of the application be . 
Dated this day of . 
Registrar. 


144 insteAD or 144. 
Summons to Juror. 

Orver XXII., Rute 1 (2). Orpen XLIV., Rute 4. 
Orver LI., Rute 24. 


In the County Court of holden at 

You are hereby summoned to attend and serve as a juror in this 
Court at the Court House situate at on day 
the day of , 19 , at the hour of 
in the noon, upon the trial of any action or actions to be tried 


by jury, and, unless and until discharged by the Court, on any subse 
quent day to which the trial of any such action may be adjourned. 

In default of attendance you will be liable to a penalty of five pounds 
under section 102 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 


Given under the seal of the Court, this day of ‘ 
19 . 
Registrar. 
To 
of 
14Aa. 


Notice to Juror that his Attendance will not be Required. 
Orpver XXII., Rule 5. 


In the County Court of holden at , 
Take notice, that you will not be required to attend and serve as a 
juror in this Court on day the day of . oe 
pursuant to the summons dated the day of ‘ 
19 , which has been served on you requiring you to so attend. 
Dated this day of , 19. 
Registrar. 
To 
of 


144n. 
Notice to Juror to Attend on day to which Trial is Adjourned. 
Orpver XXII., Rules 5, 5a. 

Take notice, that the trial [or the further hearing] of an action of 
v. to be tried by jury in this 
Court has been adjourned from day the day of 
19 , to day the day of a 
19 


And that you are required to attend and serve as a juror in this 


Court at (Court House) on day the day of ,19 , 


at the hour of in the noon, upon the trial [or the 
further hearing] of the said action, pursuant to the summons dated the 
day of , 19 , which has been served on you 
requiring you to so attend and serve. 
, 
Dated this day of > oe 


Registrar. 
To 
of 
145 rnstEaAD or 145. 
Order Fining Juror for Non-attendance. 


51 & 52 Vict., c. 43, s. 102. 


In the County Court of holden at » 
Whereas was duly summoned to attend and serve 


this day as a juror in this Court upon the trial of any action or actions 
to be tried by jury: ; 

And whereas he has neglected, without sufficient cause shown, to 
attend and serve as a juror at this Court : 

[Or, in case of non-attendance on adjournment, 

Whereas was duly summoned to attend and serve 
as a juror in this Court on the ‘ day of , —— 
trial of any action or actions to be tried by jury, and on any su “e- 
quent day to which the trial of any such action might be adjourned : 

And whereas he has neglected, without sufficient cause shown, to 
attend and serve as a juror at this Court on this day of 

. to which day the trial of an action of v. 
was adjourned from the said __ day of : 

It is hereby ordered that the said 

of £ for such neglect : 


do forfeit and pay a fine 


do pay the said sum of £ 


And it is ordered that the said 
to the registrar of this Court on the day of = 
a 
Given under the seal of the Court this day of P 


Registrar. 


Aug. 24, 1912. 
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146 iInsTEAD oF 146. 
51 & 52 Vict., c. 43, ss. 102, 167. 
Warrant of Execution against Goods of Juror for Fine. 


Whereas 
juror at a Court to be holden on the day of upon 
the trial of any action or actions to be tried by jury : 


And whereas he neglected, without sufficient cause shown, then to | 


attend and serve as a juror at such Court, and it was thereupon 
ordered by the Court that he should forfeit and pay a fine of £ 
for such neglect, and it was ordered that the said 

pay the said sum of £ to the registrar of this Court on the 
day of , 19 

»f non-attendance on adjournment, 

Whereas was duly summoned to attend and serve as a 
juror at a Court to be holden on the day of , upon the 
trial of any action or actions to be tried by jury, and on any subse 
quent day to which the trial of any such action might be adjourned : 

And whereas he neglected, without sufficient cause shown, to attend 
and serve as a juror at a Court holden on the day of , 
to which day the trial of an action of v. 
was adjourned from the said day of , and it was 
thereupon ordered by the Court that he should forfeit and pay a fine of 
£ for such neglect, and it was ordered that the said 
should pay the said sum of £ to the registrar of this Court on 
the day ot , 19 : 

And whereas the said sum has not been paid according to the said 
order, and his Honour the Judge of this Court has ordered it to be 
levied as hereinafter mentioned : 

These are therefore to require and order you forthwith to make and 
levy by distress and sale of the goods and chattels of the said 
wheresoever they may be found within the district of this Court (except 
the wearing apparel and bedding of him or his family, and the tools 


should 


[Or, in case 


and implements of his trade, if any, to the value of five pounds) the | 


sum stated at the foot of this warrant, being the amount of such fine, 
together with the costs of this execution; 


any other bank, and any cheques, bills of exchange, promissory notes, 


bonds, specialties, or securities for money belonging to him, which | 


may be there found, or such part or so much thereof as may be suffi 
cient to satisfy this execution, and the costs of making and executing 
the same, and to pay what you shall have so levied to the registrar 


of this Court, and to make return of what you have done under this | 


warrant immediately upon the execution thereof. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this day of , 19 
By the Court, 

Registrar. 

[Conclude as in Form 127.] 

198 (4). 
ubetituted for Paragraph 4 of Form 198 
Orver XXVI., Rule 1a 

4. That the said M. N 
debt to the defendant within the jurisdiction of this Court, and could 
be [or has been] sued in respect thereof in this Court on the following 
ground, viz. : 

(a) that the said M. N. 
business] within the district of this Court : 

{Or (b) that the said M. N. resided [or 
carried on business] within the district of this Court within six 
calendar months next before this day of : 

[Or (c) that the cause of action between the defendant and the said 
M. N. arose wholly or in part within the 
district of this Court]: 

[Or (d) that the said defendant resides [or carries on business] 
within the district of this Court, and the said M. N 
resides [or carries on business] within the district of the 
County Court of , and could be sued in this Court under 
section eighty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888]. 

383. 
Request by Registrar to High Bailiff for Appraisement 
Ornpver XXXIX., Rule 47 (2). 
Admiralty Jurisdiction. 
In the County Court of holden at 
[Title of Action.) 

The plaintiff having required the value of the vessel [or property] 
the subject of this action to be ascertained by appraisement, 7 

You are hereby requested to choose an experien ed person to make an 
inventory of and to appraise the (describe vessel or property) 

being the 
vessel [or property] the subject of this action, and to return this 
request with the inventory and appraisement to the registrar of this 
Court, with an account of the fees and expenses of the appraiser. 
Dated this day of i 
Registrar. 
To the High Bailiff of 
the County Court of 
holden 
at ° 


and also to seize and take | 
any money or bank notes, whether of the Bank of England or of | 


is in respect of the said | 


resides [or carries on | 
| section (1) of section sixty-six of the 


was duly summoned to attend and serve as a 


—— 


383s. 
Certificate of Appraisement. 
Orpver XXXIX., Rule 47 (3). 
Admiralty Jurisdiction. 

holden at 
[Title of Action. } 
| I, » High Bailiff of the County Court of 
| holden at » hereby certify that in pursuance of a request 
| dated the day of , and issued in this action, [| 
have chosen of 
an experienced person to make an inventory of and to appraise at the 


| In the County Court of 


| true value thereof the 


(describe vessel or property) being the vessel [or 


| property] the subject of this action : 


And I, the said do certify that I have made the 
inventory of the said vessel [or property] hereunto annexed, and that { 
have lawfully and justly appraised the true value thereof at the sum 
of £ ° 

In witness whereof we have hereunto respectively set our hands 


| this day of 


(Signed) 
High Bailiff. 
Appraiser. 
To the Registrar of the 
County Court of 
holden 
at . 
Part III. 
Sraturory Provisions AS TO SERVICE OF SUMMONSES ON COMPANIES. 
The Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


[8 Edw. 7, c. 69.] 

Section 62.—(1.) Every company shall have a registered office to 
which all communications and notices may be addressed. 

(2.) Notice of the situation of the registered office, and of any change 
therein, shall be given to the registrar of companies, who shall record 
the same. 

Section 116. A document may be served on a company by leaving it 
or sending it by post to the registered office of the company. 


The above rules come into force on 30th September, 1912. 





New Rules. 


| County Court Rutes unpER NaTionaL INSURANCE Act, 1911 


(1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 55), ss. 66, 68. 
Orver XLII. 
Tur NationAL INSURANCE Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 55). 
SECTIONS 66, 68. 
Appeals under Section 66. 
1. Order XLITa, Rule 1.—Where any person aggrieved by the 


| decision of the Lnsurance Commissioners or the Welsh Insurance 


Commissioners on any question arising under paragraph (a) of sub- 
National Insurance Act, 1911 
(which empowers the Commissioners to decide questions as to 


| whether any employment or any class of employment is or will be 


employment within the meaning of Part One of the said Act, or as 


| to whether a person is entitled to become a voluntary contributor 
under the said Act), desires to appeal to the County Court against 


the decision, the following provisions shall apply. } oars 
2. Order XLITIa, Rule 2.—The appellant shall file a petition in the 


| County Court in the district of which he resides, setting forth speci- 


fically the several facts and contentions of law upon which he alleges 


that the decision was erroneous, and stating an address at which 
| documents may be served on him. 


3. Order XLIla, Rule 3.—Subject to the provisions of these 


| Rules, a petition of appeal must be filed within one month from the 
| date of the decision appealed against. 


1. Order XLITIa., Rule 4.—(1.) The petition shall be intituled “ In 


| the matter of the National Insurance Act, 1911, and in the matter of 


an appeal by 0 under 


| section 66 of the said Act.” 


(2.) On the filing of a petition the registrar shall fix a day and 
hour on and at which the petition will be heard, the day to be fixed 
at a date not less than sixty days from the filing of the petition. 

(3.) On the day of hearing being fixed the registrar shall seal a 


| copy of the petition, and shall deliver to the appellant two copies 


of a notice according to the form in the Appendix, signed by the 
registrar and under the seal of the Court : and the sealed copy of the 
petition, with one of such notices annexed thereto, shall within seven 


| days after the filing of the petition be served by the appellant upon 


the Insurance Commissioners, or the Welsh Insurance Commissioners, 


as the case may be. 
5. Order XLIIa., Rule 5.—Rules 16 to 24, 26 and 27 of Order 
XLII. shall apply to the subsequent proceedings on the petition, 
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with the substitution of the Insurance Commissioners or the Welsh 
Insurance Commissioners, as the case may be, for the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, and of the central office of the Insurance Com- 
missioners or the Welsh Insurance Commissioners, as the case may be, 
for “Somerset House, London, W.C.” 


Applications to the Registrar under Section 68. 

6. Order XLIIa, Rule 6.—(1.) Where the medical practitioner 
attending on any person who is an insured person within the meaning 
of the National Insurance Act, 1911, and is in receipt of sickness 
benefit, certifies pursuant to section 68 of the said Act that the levy- 
ing of any distress or execution upon any goods or chattels belonging 
to such insured person, and being on premises occupied by him, or 
the taking of any proceedings in ejectment or for the recovery of any 
rent or to enforce any judgment in ejectment against such person, 
would endanger his life, and such certificate has been sent to the 
Insurance Committee and has been recorded in manner provided by 
the said section, the following provisions shall apply. 

(2.) If notice of such certificate having been given or renewed is 
given by or on behalf of the insured person to the registrar of the 
county court in the district of which such insured person resides, no 
execution upon any goods or chattels belonging to such insured 
yerson, and being on premises occupied by him, and no proceeding 
or the recovery of rent or to enforce any judgnient in ejectment 
against such insured person shall be issued, and any execution or 
other proceeding as aforesaid issued before notice of the certificate 
having been given or renewed is received by the registrar shall be 
stayed, during the currency of the certificate or renewed certificate. 

(3.) If no notice is given to the registrar, then if notice of such 
certificate having been given or renewed is given to the bailiff in 
charge of any such execution or proceeding as aforesaid, such 
execution or proceeding shall be stayed during the currency of the 
certificate or renewed certificate. 

(4.) On notice of a certificate having been given or renewed being 
given to the registrar or to the bailiff, the registrar or high bailiff shall 
forthwith send notice to any person at whose instance any such 
execution or other proceeding as aforesa'd issued of such certificate 
having been given or renewed. 

(5.) On proof being made to the satisfaction of the registrar that 
any such certificate or renewed certificate has ceased to be in force, 
any person desirous of levying any such execution or taking any such 
proceeding as aforesaid shall be entitled to proceed with the same. 

7. Order XLIla., Rule 7.—(1.) Where a person desirous of levy- 
ing a distress or an execution upon any goods or chattels belonging 
to an insured person in receipt of sickness benefit, and being on 
premises occupied by him, or of taking proceedings in ejectment or 
for the recovery of rent, or to enforce any judgment in ejectment 
against any such person, disputes the accuracy of a certificate of the 
medical practitioner attending on such person granted to such person 
for the purpose of section 68 of the National Insurance Act, 1911, 
and sent to the Insurance Committee and recorded in manner pro- 
vided by the said section, the following provisions shall apply. 

(2.) The person ry =; - the accuracy of the certificate may apply 
to the registrar of the County Court in the district of which the 
insured person resides for an order cancelling or modifying the 
certificate. 

(3.) The application may be made either in or out of court on 
notice in writing according to the form in the Appendix, which 
shall be filed with the registrar; and a copy thereof shall be 
served on the insured person two clear days at least before the 
hearing of the application, unless the registrar gives leave for 
shorter notice. 

(3.) A copy of the certificate shall be filed with the notice of the 
application. 

(4) On the hearing of the application evidence may be given 
on oath or affidavit, and the registrar may after hearing such 
evidence either dismiss the application or make an_ order 
cancelling or modifying the certificate, and may make such order 
and give such directions as may be just. 

(5.) The allowance of costs of and incidental to the application 
shall be in the discretion of the registrar. 

(6.) A sealed copy of the order made on the application shall 
be sent by post to the applicant and to the person insured, and to 
the Insurance Committee. 

(7.) Where a certificate is cancelled or modified, the applicant 
may, subject in any case in which the certificate is moditied to 
any directions given by the order of the registrar, proceed as if 
the certificate had ceased to be in force. 


[To be continued. | 








” The Right Hon. William Snowdon Baron Robson, G.C.M.G., late 
one of the Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, has been granted an annuity 
of £3,750 for life, commencing from the Ist day of August, 1912. 





An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Artuur L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
IV. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, ante, p. 465.) 
(Continued from page 749). 


(3) DECISIONS ON THE ASSESSMENT OF AMOUNT 
OF COMPENSATION. 

Edge v. J. Gorton (Limited) (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., llth and 22nd July, 
1912). 

Facrs.—A workman was killed in an accident on 27th July, 1911. 
He had been engaged by the respondents as a casual carter on 19th 
May, 1912, but for about a fortnight before his death he had been 
employed temporarily as a teamsman, at higher wages, in the absence 
of the reguiar man. County court judge, in assessing compensation, 
took his earnings in the whole period into consideration. 

Decision.—The judge was right, as there had been no change of 
grade. (From note taken in court. Case reported ZL. 7'. newspaper, 
drd August, 1912, p. 329; Soticrrors’ Journat, Srd August, 1912, 
p. 719; L. J. newspaper, 3rd August, 1912, p. 494; W. N., 27th July, 
1912, p. 217.) 

Lee v. Stag Line (Limited) (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 

Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 17th July, 1912). 

Facrs.—A fireman on a ship was seen working in the stokehold at 
4.30 a.m., the ship being in the tropics; by 4.45 a.m. he was missing. 
Shortly before then he had been seen on deck getting a drink; it was 
the habit of firemen in the tropics to go up on deck for fresh air 
when they had time. County court judge drew inference that the 
fireman fell overboard, having come on deck for fresh air in order 
the better to perform his duty. 

Decision.—The judge was right in drawing this inference. (Frcs 
note taken in court. Case reported Z. 7’. newspaper, 3rd August, 1912, 
p. 329; Soxicrrors’ JournaL, rd August, 1912, p. 720.) 

White v. Wiseman (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell 

and Kennedy, L.JJ., 17th July, 1912). 

Facts.—A workman was injured on the 11th December, 1911, and 
a question arose as to the amount of compensation payable. He had 
been in the service of the employers for over twelve months previously, 
until 26th August as a time-worker, and subsequently as a_piece- 
worker. His weekly earnings varied largely, and for five or six 
weeks in all he was unemployed, owing to there being no work for 
him to do. County court judge disregarded that time in assessing 
his weekly earnings. 

Dectston.—Judge had not followed the decided cases on the point. 
Overtime and short time must both be taken into consideration. (70m 
note taken in court. Case reported Soricirors’ Journan, 27th July, 
1912, p. 703; Times, 18th July, 1912; LZ. 7’. newspaper, 27th July, 
1912, p. 307; W. N., 27th July, 1912, p. 216.) 

Jury v. Owners of Steamship Atalanta (C.A.: Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 18th and 
22nd July, 1912). 

Facts.—Jury was employed by the respondents as a hobbler from 
15th October, 1910, to 2nd February, 1912. On that day his son, who 
was in the employ of the respondents as a mate, was injured, and Jury 
was employed temporarily as mate in his plate. The ship foundered and 
he was drowned. County court judge found there had been a change 
of grade, and assessed compensation on his earnings as mate only. 

Dects1on.—True view was that Jury was a hobbler temporarily 
and casually discharging duties of mate, so earnings for past twelve 
months must be taken into consideration. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported Soricirors’ Journat, 27th July, 1912, p. 703; 7'imes, 
23rd July, 1912; ZL. 7'. newspaper, 27th July, 1912, p. 306; W. N., 
27th July, 1912, p. 218.) 

Ambridge v. Good (C.A.:Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell and 

Kennedy, L.JJ., 22nd July, 1912). 

Facts.—A girl, aged 16, was injured, and was awarded full wages, 
6s. weekly, compensation. On attaining 19 she proved she could have 
earned 10s. weekly, and applied for an increase. County court judge 
refused to alter the amount. 

Decis1on.—Schedule I. (16) which provides for the increase of com 
pensation in such cases, limits it to half the wages which would have 
been earned, so no increase was possible unless the applicant would 
have been able to earn over 12s. weekly. (From note taken in court. 


Case reported Z. J. newspaper, 27th July, 1912, p. 483.) 


(4) MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 
R. v. Templer (C.A.: Vaughan Williams, Fletcher. Moulton 
and Farwell, L.JJ., lst and 2nd May, 1912). 
Facts.—On a review by the committee representative of an employer 
and his workmen an award for a nominal amount was made. Later 
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the workman filed a request for review by the county court judge, 
giving due notice to the committee, under Schedule II. (1) of the Act, 
that he objected ta the matter being dealt with by them. At the 
hearing objection was taken by the employers, and upheld by the 
judge, that he had no jurisdiction to review an award of the com- 
mittee. The Divisional Court made absolute a rule directed to the 
judge to hear and determine the application. 

Dects1on.—The question whether either party was precluded from 
requiring the review to be held by an arbitrator must depend upon 
the balance of convenience as to which tribunal should deal with the 
matter, the words of the statute being ambiguous and equally con 
sistent with either view. 
from. (Case reported Soricirors’ Journat, llth May, 1912, p. 501; 
W. N., ilth May, 1912, p. 135; Z. J. newspaper, 18th May, 1912, 
p- 522. ) 

Walton v. South Kirkby, Featherstone and Hemsworth Col- 

liery (Limited) (C.A.: 
and Kennedy, L.JJ., 16th July, 1912). 

Facts.—A collier was injured in March, 1909, and on 12th July, 
1910, county court judge made an award for £1 weekly until 2ist 
April, 1910, then 10s. weekly until 21st August, 1910, and one penny 
weekly thereafter. After August, 1910, the collier tried in vain to 





Decision of Divisional Court not dissented | 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. STEPHENSON. i6th Aug. 

CriminaL Law—Inpecent Assautt—Ace or GirL ASSAULTED UNDER 
TuirTeEEN—NEeEcEssITY OF AVERRING IN INDICTMENT—OFFENCES 
AGAINST THE Person Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 100), s. 52 
CrimmyaL Law AMENDMENT Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vicr. c. 45). 

An indictment for an indecent assault on a girl, if the girl is under 
the age of thirteen years, is not bad for want of an averment of the 
age of the girl. 

But, as a matter of good drafting, the age of the girl should be 


| averred because of the presumption of age created thereby, under the 


Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell | 


get light work, and collapsed on attempting to do a day’s work in the | 


mine. 
evidence of any change of circumstances. 

Deciston.—It was not competent for the judge to make the order 
in the form he did, as it shifted the burden of proof. The judge’s 
prophecy had been falsified, and the case must go back for him to 
settle the proper amount of compensation. (/rom note taken in court. 
Case reported L. J. newspaper, 20th July, 1912, p. 465; Z. J., 27th 
July, 1912, p. 307.) 


Payne v. N. Fortescue & Sons (Limited) (C.A.: Cozens 
Hardy, M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 16th and 
17th July, 1912) 

Facts.—A workman having been injured his employers admitted 
liability, and paid him compensation while their doctor certified that 
he was unable to resume his occupation. The workman applied to 
have a memorandum of agreement filed, but this was refused on the 
ground that there was no agreement. He then made a request for 
arbitration, on the ground that there was a dispute as to the duration 
of the payment of compensation. The county court judge held there 
was no dispute. 

Dectston.—The judge was right. It was a fallacy to say there was 
a dispute as to duration merely because such a question might there 
after arise. (From note taken in court. Case reported L. J. news 
paper, 20th July, 1912, p. 466; L. 7’. newspaper, 27th July, 1912, 
p. 306; W. N., 27th July, 1912, p. 216.) 


Costello v. Kelsall Bros., Canwell v. Same, Tindal v. Great 
Northern 8.8. Fishing Co., No. 2 (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 19th July, 1912). 


Members of the crews of fishing boats were paid by salary, 


Facts. 
a poundage on each pound of the net 


with board and lodging, and 
profits of each trip. 

Decis1on.—Such men were within the exception contained in sec 
tion 7 (2) of the Act, and were therefore not entitled to compensation. 
(From mote taken in court. Case reported Soricrrors’ Journat, 3rd 
August, 1912, p. 720.) 


Casey v. Humphries (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell 
and Kennedy, L.JJ., 20th July, 1912). 


A girl whose work was to fill soda-water bottles was injured 
in hand and eyes by the bursting of a bottle. At the hearing county 
court judge allowed employers to amend their answer by alleging 
misconduct in refusing to wear goggles and gauntlets. No such 
suggestion had been made previously. 

Dectston.—New trial ordered on affidavit showing surprise. Court 
refused to consider affidavit of facts intended to be proved at the new 
trial. (From note taken in court.) 


Polled and Another v. 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
22nd July, 1912). 


Facts.—In an arbitration arising out of a fatal accident county 
court judge had held widow and daughters dependants, following C.A. 
in Keeling v. New Monckton Collieries. That decision having been 
reversed by H.L., the case was sent back for rehearing. The evidence 
was that the wife had means of her own, and had separated from her 
husband three years before his death, taking the daughter with her. 
He had asked the daughter to keep house for him, but she refused. 
Judge found neither wife nor daughter dependant. 

Decis1on.—It was a question of fact for the judge. (From note 
taken in court. Case reported Z J. newspaper, 27th July, 1912, 
p. 482.) 


Facts. 


Great Northern 
Farwell and 


Railway (C.A.: 
Kennedy, 


He applied for a review, but the judge held there was no | 





L.JJ., | 


| the Crown, A. S. 





provisions of section 123 (2) of the Children Act (8 Ed. 7, c. 67). 

This was an appeal against a conviction at the Glamorgan Quarter 
Sessions for indecently assaulting a girl who was, in fact, under the 
age of thirteen years. The indictment did not specify the age of the 
girl. The sole ground of appeal was that the indictment was bad on 
that ground, it being contended that section 2 of the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1880, read with section 52 of the Offences against 
the Person Act, 1861, created a new offence of indecently assaulting 
a person under the age of thirteen years. Section 24 of the Criminal 
Procedure Act, 1851, was referred to. 

The judgment of THe Court (Dariinc, PHILLtiMore and Hamitron, 
JJ.) was delivered by 

Daruinc, J.: In this case the appellant was indicted for having 
committed an indecent assault on a girl who was named in the indict 
As a matter of fact, the girl was under the age of thirteen 
years at the time of the offence. That being so, it would have been 
no defence to prove that the girl consented. See section 2 of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1880. It is contended by Mr. Lang 
man that the effect of that section, and of section 52 of the Offences 
against the Person Act, 1861, is to create a new offence of indecently 
assaulting girls under the age of thirteen years. In our opinion, the 
Act of 1880 did not create a new offence. It certainly deprived a 
defendant of what would in certain cases have been a defence to an 
indictment for indecent assault where the girl assaulted was under 
the age of thirteen years. We think, therefore, it was no more 
necessary to aver the age of the girl in this indictment than it would 
have been to aver the age of a person assaulted of the age of sixty. 
The age is in both cases immaterial to the commission of the offence, 
though in the one case the fact of the age of the person assaulted 
deprives the prisoner of a defence. At page 1018 of the 24th edition 
of Archbold’s Criminal Pleading are these words: ‘‘ Where the 
assault is on a girl under thirteen, the fact that she is so should be 
stated in the indictment, because of 43 & 44 Vict., c. 45, s. 2, 
and because of the provisions as to presuming age in 8 Ed. 7, c. 67, 
s. 123 (2), and schedule 1.” It is clear that the word ‘ should 
means by way of good drafting; because by section 123 (2) of the 
Children Act, 1908 (8 Ed. 7, c. 67): ‘‘ Where in a charge or indict- 
ment for an offence under this Act, or any of the offences mentioned 
in the first schedule to this Act, except an offence under the Criminal 
Law Amendment Act, 1885, it is alleged that the person by, or in 
respect of, whom the offence was committed was a child or young 
person, or was under or above any specified age, and he appears to 
the court to have been at the date of the commission of the alleged 
offence, a child or young person, or to have been under or above the 
specified age, as the case may be, he shall for the purposes of this Act 
be presumed at that date to have been a child or young 
person or to have been under or above that age, as_ the 
case may be, unless the contrary is proved.’’ The first schedule to 
that Act specifies, amongst other offences, an offence under section 52 
of the Offences against the Person Act, 1861. Therefore, by averring 
the age of this girl in the indictment, the prosecution would have 
secured a presumption that she was under the age of thirteen years. 
The prosecution deprived themselves of that advantage. But, of 
course, it was still open to the prosecution to prove that the girl was 
under the age of thirteen. It is unnecessary for us to say more than 
that this indictment was not bad on the ground that it did not contain 
the averment of a matter necessary to be proved. See the language 
of section 24 of the Criminal Procedure Act, 1851. If there had been 
the omission of an averment necessary to be proved, the indictment 
would have been bad. The indictment, then, was good. It was never 
even suggested that the appellant suffered any harm or detriment from 
the averment of the girl’s age not being in the indictment. The 
appeal will be dismissed.—Counsen for the appellant, Langman; for 
Comyns Carr. Soricrrors, The Registrar of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal; the Director of Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ment. 





County Courts. 
HORSFALL v. J. & A. JACKSON. Colne and Nelson. 
Judge Graham, K.C. 16th July. 

Mines AND MuINgERALS—ENFRANCHISED CopyHOLps—-RESERVATION OF 
Lorp’s ‘“‘ Estate”? 1s Minerats—Ricut To Possession or Lanp. 
Ejectment action, brought to recover possession of a quarry situate 

on plaintiff's land at Brierfield, Lancashire, and mesne profits. The 
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land had formerly been copyhold, but had been enfranchised in 1891, 
atid conveyed to the plaintiff in 1894; aa stated in the judgment. The 
fiianorial customs, which still apply to the land, allow the lord and his 
lessees to enter upon it and break the surface for the purpose of 
working stone and other minerals on payment of écnpaniieen to the 
owner for surface-damage. When the plaintiff acquired the land, a 
sm:'l quarry had been opened, and was being worked by a quarry 
mwier, who gradually enlarged it to its present size, paying compenaa- 
tion to the plaintiff from time to time for surface-damage. He retired | 
from the business in 1904. The present lords of the manor—the 
Clitheroe Estate Company (Limited)—granted to the defendants, in 
1905 and 1910, the successive leases mefitioned in the judgment, in 
which the other material facts are also stated. The cases of Lewis v. 
Branthwaite (1831, 2 Barn: & Adol. 437, 9 L. J. (O.S.), K. B. 263) 
and Eatdley v. Earl Granville (1876, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 826, 45 L. J. Ch. 
669) were cited of plaintiff’s belialf; and the cases on abandonment 
ae ii Halabury’s Laws of England, tit: ‘‘ Mines,’’ were relied on 
the defenée:—Cut: ad. silt: 

Ang: 6. THis Hotiour delivered his written judgmient as follows : 
he laid itt question; theretofote copyliold of inheritance of the 
fiafior of Ightenhill, in the honor of Clitheroe, was enfranchised in 
1891 by an indenture, to which the lord of the manor, Baron Montagu, 
was party, dated the 28th of February, 1891. This indenture was not 
produced at the trial, but it was agreed that in this indenture there 
was & proviso to the effect, that thé gralit thereiii contaified “ should 
hot exten t0; of in any wise affect, the estate of Henry John, Baron 
Montagu, in or to any mines of coal or other minerals, limestone, lime, | 
clay, stone, gravel pits or quarries within or under the lands and 
hereditaments thereby enfranchised, or under any other lands, or 
any rights of entry, rights of way and search, or other easements of | 
the said Henry John, Baron Montagu.’”’ By an indenture, dated the 
23rd of July, 1894, the then owners of this enfranchised land conveyed 
it to the plaintiff, ‘ subject to all easements and rights of the nature 
of easements affecting the said hereditaments, and except and reserved 
out of the graiit and tofiveyante hereby made unto the person or 
persons for the tirie beitig entitied thereto, all mites and minerals 
withifi atid wnder tlie said lands and heteditaments heteinbefore 
Hratited, a8 exéepted and reserved by tlie hereinbefore recited inden 
tute of etiftajchisetiieit of the 28th of February, 1891.” The effect 
of thesé two indentutres was that tlie pldifitiff heeame the freeholder, 
except as to the “estate” of Lord Motitagu in or to atiy quarries on 
the land, or rights of entry, rights of way and search, or othiet ease 
ments. By an indenture of lease, dated the 7th of June, 1905, the 
Clitheroe Estate Company (Limited), as successors to Lord Montagu’s | 
“estate ’’ and interests, demised to the defendants for a term of 
five years all the mines, beds and quarries of stone, &c., found and 
to be found, not only under the land, the subject of this action, but 
also under a considerable tract of adjacent country, with power to 
enter oti the lands atid dig for quarries, sink shafts, or open quarries. 
Arid by aii indetituée of lease, dated the 22nd of April, 1910, the | 
Clitheroe Estate Company in effect extended the first-mentioned demise 
for a further term of five years. In pursuance of their powers under 
these leases, the defendants appear to have entered into possession of 
the quarry in question in this action, but they have never quarried any | 
stone since 1905, nor worked in the quarry except on one occasion, 
when they carried some stone into the quarry, and there dressed it ; 
but they appear to have kept hens in it, and allowed one, Armstrong, 
to tip matter into it. The plaintiff’s case, putting it quite shortly, 1s 
that the defendants’ only rights to be on the land are to quarry stone, 
and that, if they are not quarrying, they have no right to be there. 
And further, that the defendants must be taken to have abandoned 
their rights to quarry. The defendants’ case is, firstly, that the 
plaintiff has failed to prove his case. They say that they are in 
possession ; that there was excepted out of the conveyance to the 
plaintiff the ‘‘ eatate’’ of Lord Montagu by the deed of enfranchise- 
ment reserved ; and that the plaintiff had given no evidence to shew 
what this estate was; and, therefore, the plaintiff had failed to prove | 
that what the defendants were doing was outside this estate. 
cannot accept this argument, for the following reason :—Into the 
indenture of enfranchisement of 1891, the predecessors in title of the 
Clitheroe Estate Company introduced a proviso to the effect that the 
enfranchisement should not affect Lord Montagu’s estate in or to 
quarries; but they did not in any way state what that estate was. 
When the owners in 1894 conveyed the land to the plaintiff, they 
made the conveyance subject to that estate. The plaintiff then became 
the freeholder, subject to Lord Montagu’s estate. The defendants are 
now virtually contending that it is for the plaintiff to shew what the 
predecessors in title of their lessors meant by the word ‘“‘estate.’’ I 
think it is for the defendants to shew this, for the plaintiff proves 
that he is the freeholder, subject to what the defendants’ lessors’ pre- 
decessors in title called ‘‘ Lord Montagu’s estate’’; and if the 
defendants say that the word “estate” may cover what he is doing, 
it is for them, the defendants, to shew what these predecessors meant 
by their own language. They alone knew what that estate was and is. 
The plaintiff could not know it. Therefore, on this point I find that 
the plaintiff has not failed to prove his case. The defendants’ defence, 
in the second place, is that they are entitled to be where they are, 
because they have a lease of the quarry. Now it is quite true that the 
lease is stated in the indenture of 1910 to be a lease of “all and every 
quarry,’ but it is equally true that, whatever the terms of the lease 
may have been, the defendants can have no greater rights as against 
the plaintiff than the lessors themselves possessed ; or, in other words, 
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the lessors could give to the defendants no greater rights than they 
themselves possessed. Consequently, the question is not what were 
the terms used in the document, but what were the rights which the 
lessors possessed, and, being possessed of, had the right to give to the 
defendants. Now, in truth, all that the lessors possessed, and had 
power to deal with, was the aforesaid estate of Lord Montagu, which 
had been reserved. Now, on examining the deed of 1894, which pur- 
ports to recite the nature of what was reserved in the deed of 
enfranchisement of 1891, that which was reserved appears to have 
been the ordinary manorial rights to quarry for stone. There was 
certainly no reservation of any particular part of the ground. It 
was a reservation of rights, and not a reservation of ground; and the 
rights were rights to quarry stone, and not rights to occupy ground, 
except in so far as quarrying implies occupation. Consequently, the 
defendants’ lessors had no power to give them a lease of the quarry. 
All that they could give them was a lease of their rights to quarry. 
The defendants are in no sense tenants of the ground in which the 
quarry is situated, and consequently, if they are quarrying, they are 
within their rights, and if they are not quarrying, they are tres- 
passers. As a matter of fact, they are not quarrying ; therefore, they 
are trespassers. They may intend in future to quarry, and I think 
they said that was their intention ; but, down to the present time, they 
have not been quarrying, and have therefore had no right to be on 
the ground. I now return to the plaintiff's contention that the 
defendants have abandoned their rights to quarry. This I do not 
think is the case. They have been working a quarry near to the one 
in question, and have been able to get as much stone as they required 
out of that quarry, an explanation which is quite consistent with the 
intention to work the quarry in question at some future date. The 
plaintiff is, therefore, entitled to judgment, and the only remaining 
question is as to the form of relief to which he is entitled. He asks 
for an order for possession, and a small sum for mesne profits. An 
order for possession would not give him the relief to which he is 
entitled, for the defendants, ngt having abandoned their rights, may 
lawfully begin, if they like, to quarry to-morrow in the quarry in 
question, and so re-enter into possession. I think a better form of 
order would be an injunction restraining the defendants from going 
upon the land in question, except for the purposes of exercising such 
rights as were reserved to Lord Montagu in the indenture of en- 
franchisement, and subsequently granted to them by the lease of 1910 
(setting them out), together with 10s. for mesne profits, and costs 
on scale B.—Sonicrrors, Creeke & Son, Burnley, for plaintiff; J. W. 
Carter, Blackburn, for defendants. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. E. Barker. 


Mr. J. E. Barker, K.C., a former Recorder of Leeds, died on 
Tuesday at his residence, Brooklands, Bakewell. Mr. Barker was 
born at Bakewell in 1832. His father was associated with the once 
profitable lead mining industry in Derbyshire. He was educated at 
Eton and at Exeter College, Oxford, and was called to the Bar 
at the Inner Temple in 1862. He took chambers in Sheffield, and 
appeared as counsel for numerous claimants before the Special Com- 
mission appointed to deal with claims arising out of the Sheffield 
flood. Afterwards he acted as secretary to the Commission appointed 
by Parliament to inquire into the outrages and intimidation committed 
in Sheffield by the trade unions and their members. In 1880 Mr. 
Barker became Recorder of Leeds on the resignation of Sir J. B. 
Maule, who had been appointed Public Prosecutor. He held this 
office until 1896, when, owing to ill-health, he retired. Mr. Barker 
took silk in 1891. He was chairman of the Derbyshire Quarter 
Sessions for three years, resigning in 1897. He acted as chief counsel 
for the Crown before the Commission appointed to inquire into the 
Featherstone riots. Mr. Barker married in 1860 the daughter of 
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Lieutenant W. R. Winyard, R.N., who was the widow of Mr. J. 
Mosley Leigh, Davenham, Cheshire. sy his wife, who died some 
years ago, Mr. Barker had three sons and four daughters. Since 
his retirement Mr. Barker lived very quietly at Bakewell, where he 
and his family devoted themselves to philanthropic work. He was a 
great lover of flowers, and a successful grower of chrysanthemums. 


Mr. T. L. Down. 


Mr. Templer Lethbridge Down, solicitor, died on the 17th 
inst. at 2, Brandram-road, Lee, Kent. Mr. Down. who was seventy 
three years of age, had been Conservative agent for Lewisham since 
the district was made a Parliamentary borough under the Redistribu 


tion Act of 1885. For many years he acted as solicitor for the | 


borough council, but retired about twelve months ago in consequence 
of failing health. 


Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Crement E. Arnoutp has been appointed by the Chief Justice 
of Madras a Commissioner to take in this country affidavits and 
acknowledgments of married women, and for the examination of 
witnesses for use in the Courts of Madras. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolution. 


Cuartes Septimus Snorrr and Tuomas Hatt, solicitors (Charles 
Shortt & Co.), 26, Mosley-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 8. 
[Gazette, August 16. 


General. 


The Prestatyn (Flintshire) Bench have, says the 7'imes, dismissed 
& summons against a man for falsely representing himself to be a 
bona-fide traveller and obtaining drink. It was admitted that the 
defendant was treated on Sunday by a friend who was a bona-fide 
traveller. Mr. Helby, for the defence, said that by a decided case 
bona-fide travellers were entitled to treat guests. Mr. Joseph Lloyd, 
for the prosecution, observed that if that were so, the Welsh Sunday 
Closing Act was ‘‘ gone.”’ The bench said it was a very nice point, 
and they would give the defendant the benefit of the doubt. 


The Local Government Board have given authority for the pre 
paration of four further town-planning schemes under the Housing, 
Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909. The schemes are to be prepared by 
the Corporations of Bournemouth, Halifax and Southport. In the case 
of Bournemouth the scheme is to apply to an area of about 223 acres 
situate in the Southbourne Ward of the borough. The Southport 
scheme will extend to an area of about 2,848 acres. At Halifax two 
schemes are to be prepared for the Ovenden and Warley districts of 
the borough, comprising about 880 acres and 756 acres respectively. 


In the City of London Court, on the 15th inst., Mrs. Roper-Tyler, of 
Beaufort-gardens, wife of Mr. Roper-Tylor, tea planter, Ceylon, was 
sued by Messrs. Woolley & Co., Lower Thames-street, and Colombo, 
for £8 18s. 4d. carriers’ charges. The plaintiffs said that their agent 


in Colombo was instructed by the defendant to bring goods from | 


Ceylon to London. There were two shipments; on the first they were 
instructed to deliver the goods without collecting the charges, but on 
the second they were told to collect the charges for both lots. Mrs. 
Tyler, however, refused to pay, and referred them to her husband, 
who in his turn refused to discharge the account. Mrs. Tyler raised 
a special defence of coverture, and said that before coming to England 


she arranged with her husband that he should pay the plaintiffs’ | 


charges. Judge Lumley Smith said the plaintiffs had made out no 
contract with the lady, and therefore they must be non-suited. They 


had made a mistake in giving up their lien by delivering the goods | 


before getting their charges, and he doubted whether in law the lien 
would attach for the second lot of goods for the freight charges in 
connection with the first lot. 








Rovat Navy.—Parente thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 


tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster | 


and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 
[Advt.] 


Way PayRent! Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assunance Co. (Limrrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company, 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY Aug. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Luarrep ry Caanorer. 

A. Butt & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on ‘or before Sept 6 to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Charles 
Edward Dolby, 51, North Jonn st, Liverpool. 

BARTOLOZZI PRESS, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Thomas William Bone, 22, Booth st, Manchester, liquidator. 

D. G., TUNGATE, Lip, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)-Creditrs are required, on or 
b fore Aug 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George Walker, liquidator. 

J. C, Base, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATIUN)—Creditors ate required, on or before 
Sept 17, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts ani claims, 
to Oscar Berry, Monument House, Monument st, liquidator. 

MORENI (ROUMANIA) OILFIELDS, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Auz 26, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or claims, to 
J. W. Creasser, 48, Cannon st, liquidator. 

Norkis & NIAS, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 4, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John J. Hilyer, 8, Albany rd, Kaling, liquidator. 

Oris STEEL Co, L?tD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Sandford Poole aud Andrew Conder Whitmee, 62, London Wall, liquidators. 

PREMIER ELECTRIC THEATRE (HIGHBURY) LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept. 7, to send in their names ana addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Llewellyn Joha Rowland King, 88-90, Chancery In, liquidator. 

SANDILANDS Pgasaoop Co, Lrp.—Creditors arerequired, on or before Ang 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
E. H. Hawkins, 4, Charterhouse sq, liquidator. 

SYLVERLYTE (1909) Ltp,—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Peel 
Baxter, 13, Size ln, liquidator. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitsp 1m Omancert. 

EDWARD RHODES & Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of theic devts or claims, to Robert 
Hilditch, Atlas chmbrs, King st, Leeds. Wade & Kitson, solors for the liquidator. 

li A WELTNER & Co, LTD.—vreditors are required, on or before Sept 4, to send their 
names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, tw Frederick 
S ymour Salaman, 1-2, bucklersbury. Oppenheimer & Vo, Coptnall av, solors for the 
liquidator. 

TayYLor, Son & Co, Lrp (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or beine Aug 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George F. H. Gardner, 2, Datley_st, Bradiord, liquidator Moore, 
Bradford, solor. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


Lond m Gazetle.—Faiary, Aug. 16. 
SEGMENT MoTOR Rim Co, LTD. 
LIVERPOOL REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY TRANSFER AND MORTGAGE AGENCY, LTD, 
SUBENI River (TRANSVAAL) MINING SYNDICATE, LTD. 
PREMIER ELECTRIC THEATRE (LIIGHBURY), LrD, 
MADEMOISELLE NANCY, LTD, 
DARRACQ-SERPOLLET OMNIBUS CO, LTD. 
TOZER CLARIDGE & Co, Lrp. (Reconstruction). 
MORENI (ROUMANIA) UILFIELDS, LTD. (Reconstruction). 
FRISWELL (1906), Lrb. 
BERNEVAL & Co, LTD. 
SAILLARD, LTD. 
AMERICAN PICTURE PALACES, LTD. 
CARDIFF AND DisTRICT FIREWvOD Co, LTD. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 20. 
LIVERPCOL TURKISH BATHS AND TOILET Co, LTD. 
H. Vette DuTCH OysTERs, LTD. 
LABOUR PIONEER PRINTING AND PUBLISHING Co, LTD. 
THOMAS BRIGGS, LTD. 
WorsLev & PaGE, LTp. 
YOULTEN’s “ONYX” WOOLS AND CoTTons (U.K.), LtTp. 
PALACE ELECTRIC THEATRES, LTD. 
YouLTEN’s “‘OnyxX”’ WOOLS AND COTTONS (UNIVERSAL), LTD. 
Ep@ar & Co, Ltp., 34, Moorfields. 
NEw RESTORMEL IRON MINE, LT»v. 
Kipworta Gas Ligut AND Cok& Co Lp. 
MONTGOMERY TRUST, LTD. 
* BRANTWOOD” StKkaMSHIP Co, LTD. 
ANNITSFORD AND DISTRICT WORKING ME\'s CLUB, L™D. 
YOULTEN'S “ONYX”? WoOLS (LONDON Docks) Leb. 
TOOL STEEL, LTb. 
ruKE & Co, Lrp. 
GEORGE RUSSELL (LONDON) LTD. 
rAYLon, 8 N & Co, LTD. 
* MARION INGLIS” SHIP Co, LTD, 


Creditors’ Notices 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, August 16. 

Ascrort, JAMES,, Southport Aug 26 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 
ASPINWALL, CA'HERINE, Ormskirk Augx6 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 
BALSDON, NANCY, Heavitree, Devon Sept14 Jermau & Thomas, Exet+r 
BARNES, JOHN, Bunkers Hill, nr Carlisie Sept % Mousey & Vo, Carlis!e 
BARON, JAMES RICHARD, Gorston, Lancs Sept 14 Read & Brown, Liverpool 
BEACH, SAMUEL, Middleton St George, Durham S-pt18 Cohen, stockton on Tees _ 
SENNY, WILLIAM, and LLANCH BENNY, St Austell, Cornwail Sept 14 Hisgman, 56 


Austell 
Bowk, HANNAH, Grewelthorpe, Yorks Sept 21 Edmundson & Gowland, Masham, RSO, 





orks ' 
BowMAN’, HENRY, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge Sept 15 Southwell & Leunis, 
isbech 
BoWN, FRANK WILLIAM, King’s rd, Camden Town, Kailway Telegraph Clerk Sept 17 
Yard & Co, Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 
Box, JAMES, Lindfield, Sussex, Greengrocer and Nurseryman Sept 30 Stevens & 
Son, Brighton 
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AMMAL, JOHN HOLLAND, Sheffield Sept 20 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 
eft, EMMA, Horsham, Sussex Sept 25 Mole & Co, Reigate 
BROOKER, WILLIAM HENRY, Horley, Surrey Sept 2t Morrisons & Nightingale, Hcrley 
Brown, HARRY, Farnborough, Army Contractor Uct1 Foster & Weils, Aldershot 
BROWN, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Sheffield Sept 9 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffield 
BucKLeY, HAROLD SumMMeERS, Earley, nr Reading Sept 18 Valpy & Co, Lincoln's inn 
fields 
BoRDETT, EvITH JOANNA, Eastbourne Oct 1 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
CANE, BENJAMIN JOHN GARDINER, Cranston rd, Forest Hill, Kent Sept 24 Torr& Co 
Bedford row 
CASWELL, JANE, Ystalyfera,Glam Aug23 Morgan, Swansea 
CLARK, JOSEPH LEAR, Manchester Sept 7 Farrington, Manchester 


CAMPBELL, Maj-Gen WILLIAM MAXWELL, Cuckfield, Sussex Sept 13 Dawes & Sons, | 


Birchin In 

CoomBs, EMILY Crossy, St Leonards on Sea Sept 3) Hunter & Haynes, New sq 

DAVISON, ELIZABEH, Carlisle Aug 31 Saul! & Lightfoot, Carlisle 

Day, MARY JANE, Bexhill Sept 24 Phillips & Cheesman, Hastings 

Drives, HENRY, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester, Gardener Sept21 Crofton & Co, 
Manchester 

Dyson, WILLIAM HENRY, Lindley, Huddersfield, Farmer Sept 1 Wilmshurst& Stones, 
Huddetsfield 

EASTWOOD, BENJAMIN, Huddersfield Sept 1 Wilmshurst & Stones, Huddersfield 


FLINT, JAMES MATTHEW, Wisbech, Cambridge, Butcher Sept 14 Welchmaa & Dewing, | 


a ee JOHN, Herne Bay, Civil Enginexr Sept 19 Lowless & Co, Great St 
elens 


GATHERGOOD, JOHN, Rockland Saint Andrew, Norfolk Sept 6 Hill & Perks, Nor- | 


wich 

HaksTon, ARTHUR, Cawley rd, Hackney Sept 14 Baynes, Dartford —_ 

HAVARD, THOMAS HAMER, Kington, Hereford Sept 16 Temple & Philpin, Kington, 
Hereford 

HINDLEY, JosePH, Astley, Lancaster Sept 30 Widdows & Son, Leigh 

HoFFSrEIN, MARKS, Sidney st, Mile End Sept 14 Metcalfe, Minvries 

Homer, Lucy, Willenhall, Staffs, Aug 21 Baxter, Willeahall 

Hunt, JAMgs, Burnley, Clog Iroa Maker Oct 13 Houstoun, the Duchy of La icaster 
Office 

JENKINS, WILLIAM, Marden, Herefordshire, Yeoman Sept 13 Corner & Co, Here- 
ore 

JoHNSON, MARY FANNY, Birmingham Sept 21 Blakemore, Birmingham 

Jones, Taomas, Lympne, Kent Sept 3) Kingsford & Co, Hythe 


Joyck, ALFRED POOLE, Church In, East Finchley Sept 27 Drummond & Co, Parliament 


st, Westminster 

KIMBER, THOMAS, Bexleyhcath, Kent Sept 14 Baynes, Bexleyheath 

LANCASTER, HENRY COUSIN, Newcastie upon Tyne, Accountant's Clerk 
Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon tyne 

a = CADELL GREENSLADE, Wolverhampton 

risto 

LEWIS, ARTHUR PEVRY, Pontardulais,Glam Aug28 Morgan, Swansea 

LLOYD-ELSEGOOD, JOHN, Bournemouth Sept 16 Rowland, Bournemouth 

MURRELL, WILLIAM, Welbeck st, Cavendish sq Sept 28 Fox, Kingston oa Thames 

NASH, ELISABETH HELEN, Clifton, Bristol Sept 21 Harwood «& Co, Bristol 

NELSON, SARAH ANN, New York, USA Sept 21 Roscoe & Hincks, Christopher st 

NEWBERY, JANE, Lancaster st, Paddington Sept 25 Rutland, Caancery In 

NEWTON, ALFRED JAMES, Avenue rd, Crouch End Sept 16 Leudon & Carpenter, 
Budge row 

ee JOHN, Taly Cafo, Carnarvon, Merchant Sept 20 Cooper & Sons, Man- 
chester 

ROBERTS, ROSE ARMSTRONG, Wiiton crese Sept 30 Hunter & Haynes, New sq 

kOSCOE, CHARLES, Manchester Sep: 19 Simister, Stalybridge 

RUTLAND, CA®OLINE, Redland, Bristol Sept 20 Coates, Bristol 

Sampson, THOMAS, Bishopsworth, nr Bristol Sept 21 Harwood & Co, Bristol 

SMITH, H«RBERT, Cambridge, Painter Sept 28 Squires, Cambridge 

= West side, Clapham Common, Builder sept 14 Simpson & Co, South- 
wark st 

STELFOX, ELIZABETH, Altrincham Sept 13 Bromley & Hyde, Ashton under Lyne 

TaDEMA, Sir LAWRENCE ALMA, Grove End rd, Sc John’s Wood Sept 3) Lewis & 
Lewis, Ely pl, Holbora 


Sept 19 


Sept 21 Harwood & Co, 





| 


Ord Aug 13 


THIRAUD, PAUL, Grenoble, France Aug 23 Clarke & Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

TdaoMAS, JANE, Cowbridge, Novi Lewis, Cardiff 

TROUTSECK, JOHN, Great Smith st, Westminster Sept 30 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffield 

TURNER, WALTON, Caterham, Leataer Fac.or Sept 1 Turner & Co, Ipswich 

Totty, ELtzanera, Se:forth, Lancs Ovo 13 Houstoun, Th Duchy of Lan- 
caster Office 

WAISTELL, CHARLES ROWLAND, Northallerton, Solicitor Sept 23 Waistell & Co, 

WALLIS, EMILY, Stafford Sept 29 Hand & Co, Stafford 

WIGRAM, ANNIE GERTRUDE. Cobham, Surrey Sept 30 Hunter & Haynes, New sq 

WILSON, JANE, Clubuoor, Liverpool Sept 13 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 

Woop, Gor 1B WILLIAM, Bexleyheath, Kent Sept 14 Buiynes, Bexleyheath 

Yeates, JoStAd JOAN, Shrewsbury Sept 23 Hughes, Shrewsbury 


Lonton Gazette—TUESDAY, Aug. 20. 
ADCOCK, EVELINE, Rotherfield, Sussex Sept 2l R>ynolds & James, Birmingham 


ADLINGTON, ELIZA,: Homerton t-r, Hackney, Sept 16 Dowse & Co, Kinsslani rd 

AXxt, Ropeat, Kingston upon Hull, Master Mariner Oct 1 Gale & Easton Hull 

BeRRY, WILLIAM HENRY, Vrewstead rd, Streatham Sept 30 Spancer & Son, Qu:en st, 
Cheapside 

Boon, JOHN SHOTTIN, ‘Poulton le Fylde, nr Blackpool Oct 12 Ogden & Co, 
Maochester 

Boycor, WItLtAM CHARLES, Gloucaster rd, South Kensington Oct 1 Oswald & Co, 
44, Hammersmith rd 

BRowN, JAMES, Birmingaam, Bootmaker Sapt 23 Sherwin, Birminghan 

BUCHANAN, {WALTER ISAAC, Tnirss, Yurks, Surgeon Sept 2v Richardson & French, 
Tnirsk 

BURROUGHS, Rev WILLIAM GORE, Brockenhurst, Hants Oct 1 Woolmer, Temple 
ciumbes, Tempie av 


| CHENNELL, JOHN, Warlingham, Sarrey Sept 10 Holt, Purley 

| CLARK, ALICE, Canton, Cardiff O-t 1 Palmer, Launceston 

| COLLINGTON, EpwarpD, Wymeswold, Leicester, Farmer Sept 30 Hands, Loughborough 
COURTAULD, ELISABETH, St Albans Mansions, Keasington Sept 14 Wainwright & Co, 


Cnurch ct, Clement's In 


Cross, HENRY PERCIVAL, Cottesbrooke, Northampton Sept 2 Broadbent & Heells, 


Bolton 

ForBES, GEORGE, Chelteniam Sept 19 McLaren, Cheltenham 

FRAZER, JOHN GILBERT, Birmingham Sept 23 Pritcnard, Birminzham 

HILL, HERBERT JAMES, Torvay rd, Broniesbury Sapt19 Fairfoot & Co, Clement's inn, 
Strand 

Hopason, Evita FANNIE Lizzie, King st, Portman sq Sept 30 Ruston & Co, Norfolk st, 
Strand 

INMAN, WILLIAM EDWARD, Huidersfield Sept 16 Sykes, Haddersfield 

ION, ROBERT, Gateshead Sept 18 Winn & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

JACK, JANK, Cambridge ter, Hyde Park Sept 30 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

JONES, Epwarp, Wolverhampton Sept 20 Hail, Wolverhampion 


Jones, JOHN GEORGE, Moulton, Northampton Sept 26 Buruham & Co, Welling- 


borough 

LetcH, FRANK WILLIAM, Caterham, Drap2r Sept 16 Carr & Co, Rood lane 

MCQUEEN, JOHN JAMES, Tynemouth, Consulting Sanitary Inspector Sept 21 Smith, 
North Shields 

MANKS, EDWARD BROMLEY, Elland, Yorks, Sept14 Manks, Elland 

MOLESWORTH, Sir LEWis WILLIAM, Bt, Pencarrow, Cornwali Sept 30 Hunter & 
Haynes, New sq 

PATCHING, FANNY, Aldrington, Hove Sept 16 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 

Pirts, JoHN, Johannesburz, Transvaal Oct 1 Johnstone & Wiley, Duke st, St James 

SHAW, EDWIN, Moseley, Worcester Sept 26 Restall & Oo, Birmingham 

SPEARMAN, WILLIAM TAYLOR, Plymouth Sep. 15 Greenway & Co, Plymouth 

SPELLMAN, JAMES, Sheffield Sept 30 H & A Maxfield, Sheffield 

TOYNE, SARAH, Sheffield Sept 30 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffield 

WATERWORTH, JAMES, Eaves, nr Birnley, Farmec Sept 2 Lord, Burnley 

WHITE, PHeBS, West Bromwich Oct 30 Williams, Birmingham 

WILKINSON, JOHN HYSON, Sheffield Oct 1 Rodgers & Vo, sheifield 

Woopcock, Ronert, Arnold, Nottingham Sept 21 Comery, Nottingham 

WOoOOLNER, ALICE GERTRUDE, Welbeck st Sept 14 Wainwright & Co, Church ct, 
Clement’s In 

YounG, GORDON CHARLES, Pall Mall Sept 29 Walker, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 


Evans, Hannan, Crescent rd, Alexandra Park, Draper; Kempruoryr, Witt1Am Samuet, Helston, Cornwall, Furni- 
Edmonton Pet Aug 13 


ture Dealer Truro Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faripay, Aug. 16. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avever, Farper:ck, Eccleshill, Bradford,' Dining Room 


Suite Manufacturer Bradford Pet Aug 14 Ord | 


Aug 14 
Benny, Gaace Isanetia, Bedford Court mans, Tottenham 
Courtrd High Court Pet July 24 Ord Aug 12 
Busey, Henry, Penzance, Pork Butcher Truro Pet Aug 
10 Ord Aug 10 
Carrer, Wiviiam, Ringstead, Northampton, 
Peterborough Pet Augilz Ord Aug 12 
ese Myer, Finchley rd High Court Pet July 5 Ord 
ug 12 


Cooper, Witttam Arrtuur, Gillingham, Kent, Florist | 


Rochester Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Dasiett, Henry Cuarizs, Penryn, Cornwall, Oil Deier 
Truro Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 


Favuckxyer, WittiaAm Apsot, Wallis Down, Dorset, Grocer 


| Fowcrr, Henry THomas, Birmingham, Brass Caster Bir- 


Builder | 
| Hayros, Joan Eowarp, Soulby, Westmorland, Innkeeper 


Povle Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 


mipgham Pet Augl4 Ord Aug 14 

Gittago, Henry Jouy, Barwick, Somerset, Wheelwright 
Yeovil Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Goorvitcn, Paritir, Castlewood rd, Clapton Common, 
Tobacconist High Court Pet Augl4 Ord Aug l4 

Hammersiac, Cuaaues, Phipp st, Finsbury High Court 
Pet July 30 Ord Aug 13 

Hanais, Davin, Balls Pond rd, Islington, Draper High 
Court Pet Aug 2 Ord Ang 14 


Kendal Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug13 
Hitt, Wist1am Pearson, Plymouth, House Decorator 
Plymoath Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 





| Intam, Heasert Acpagp, Luton, Chemist Luton Pet 


Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 


MrepsteaD, Epwarp W, High rd, Leytonstone, Draper 
High Court Pet July 24 Ord Aug 14 

Mitmay Baoruers, Smith st, Mile Bad, Dairyman High 
court Pet July 19 Ord Aug 14 

Mrircae.y, James, Urswick, Lancs, Engine Fitter Barrow 
in Furness Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 

Moraas,” Georce James, Merthyr Tydfil, Cycle Dealer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Muscrave, Beanarp, Whitestake, Howick, nr Preston, 
Company Director Bolton Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Owx1on, Artaur, Loughborough, Tobacconist Leicester 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Puiturrs, Ervest Jouyx, Meriden, nr Coventry, Potato 
Merchant Coventry, Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Quetou, Heyry, Limesford rd, Nunhead, Editor of a 
Newspaper High Court Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Reap, Wititam, Grays, Essex, Tailor Chelmsford Pet 
July 18 Ord Aug 12 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1890. 


SreaanT, LONDON, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied oy Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARIY, &c., under 


application. 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Saspersow, WILttam, 
Aug 14 Ord Aug l4 

Simrsoy, Wittiam Foremay, and Farpeaic Simpson, New- 
market Saint Mary, Suffolk, Builders Cambridge 
Pet Augl4 Ord Augl4 

Suram, Beramax, Manchester, General 
Salford Pet July 27 Ord Aug l4 

Witiiame, Faepericx Lioyp, High rd, Iiford, Chemist 
Chelmsford Pet July25 Ord Aug 14 

Wisker, Jonw Foster, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Aug 13. 


Reywer, Faepericxk Huseat, Hale, Cheshire, Oil Mer- 
chant’s Traveller Manchester PetJuly 26 Ord Aug 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apcock, Gaorar Farpenick, Paignton, Devon, Gentleman 
Aug 27 at 3.30 Off Rec, 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
Batpwix, Ricaarp Epwakp, Burnley, Hosiery Manu- 
facturer's Pressman Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, 13, 
Winckley st, Preston 

Beray, Grace Isanevca, Bedford Court mans, Tottenham 
Courtrd Aug 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bussy, Henay, Penzance, Pork Butcher Aug 27 at 12 
Oif Rec, 12, Princes st, Traro 

Carsorte, Perern, Manchester, Publisher Aug 24 at 11 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Conenx, Mvyen, Finchley rd Aug 26 at 1 
bldgs, Carey st 

Cou.sox, Rossox, North Tyne, Northumberland, Quarry- 
man Aug 24at1l1 Off Rec, 3), Mosley st, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Evorrtey, Hexry Haves, Widnes, Carter Aug 27 at 11 
Off Rec, Union Marine b/dgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

Epwakps, James, Monmouth, Builder Aug 24 at ll Off 
Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Fautkyer, Witutam Ansort, Wallis Down, Dorset, Grocer 
Aug 26 at 3.30 Arcade chmbrs (first floor), Bourne- 
mouth 

Goorvitcn, Purttir, Castlewood rd, Clapton Common, 
Tobacconist Aug 28at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

Gittargp, Heyay Joux, Barwick, Somerset, Wheelwright 
Aug 27 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Hammenscac, Cuances, Phipp st, Finsbury Aug 27 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hanats, Daviv, Balls Pond rd, Islington, Draper Aug 26 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hicas, ¥F L, Couladon,Surrey Aug 28 at 11 
West minster Bridge rd 

Kemernoune, Wiittam Samvuet, Helston, Cornwall, Fur- 
niture Dealer Aug 27 at 12.15 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, 
Truro 

Mersteav, Eowarp W, High rd, Leytonstone, Draper Aug 
27 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mitmay Baoruens, Smith st, Mile End, Dairyman 


Mirfield, Joiner Dewsbury Pet 


Warehouseman 


Bankruptcy 


132, York rd, 


Aug 28 





atl2 HKankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Moxcax, Groroe James, Merthyr Tydfil, Cycle Dealer | 
~ 4 at 12 County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr 

ye 

Ostos, Artuvur, Loughborough, Tobacconist Aug 24 at 11 
Otf Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Que.tou, Henry, Limesford rd, Nunhead, Editor of a News- 
paper Avg 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Reap, WittiaM, Grays, Essex, Tailor Aug 26 at 12 Off 
Kee, 14, Bedford row 

Srivex, Joszen Caries, Bury St Edmunds, Plumber 
Aug 27 at 2 Off Rec, 36, Princes at, Ipswich 

Srockiey, Henry, Oxford, Tobacconist Aug 26 at 12 1, 
Sc Aldate’s, Oxford 

Vine, Epwarp, Eye, Suffolk, Watchmaker 
2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Wrippowson, Faep, Sheffield, Journeyman Edge Tool 
Maker Aug 29 at 12 Oif Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Wisker, Jonw Foster, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer 
Aug 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, | 
Lowgate, Hall | 

Wruse, Hoaace, Stockport, Manufacturer's Agent Aug 
26 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Aug 27 at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ampcea, Frepericx, Bradford, Dining Room 8uits 
Manufacturer Bradford Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Arxivsox, Hues Catenoy, Half Moon st, Piccadilly High | 
Court Pet May 9 Ord Aug 13 

Bravckmany, Atpert, Chapel st, Milton st, Hardware 
Merchant High Court Pet June 22 Ord Aug 12 

suspy, Heway, Penzance, Pork Butcher Truro Pet Aug 
10 Ord Aug lv 

Caatrer, Witttam, Ringstead, Northampton, Builder 
Peterborough Pet Auglz Ord Aug 12 

Cuosipow, Moses, Lloyds av Russian Merchant High 
Court Pet May 18 Ord Aug 12 

Cuvunca, Groner Farperick, Trowbridge, Wilts, Butcher 
Bay Pet July 27 Ord Aug 14 

Cragke, Agtaur Epwis, Longton, Solicitor Stoke upon 
Trent Pet July6 Ord Aug 12 

Cooren, Witttam Arrave, Uillingham, 
Rochester Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Corrie, Anam Joseru, Kempston, Beds, Contractor Bed- 
ford PetJuly 13 Ord Aug 13 

Dasisit, Henay Cuaates, Penryn, Cornwall, Oil Dealer 
Truro Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 18 

Daviss, VAvauan Wittow, Copthallay High Court Pet 
April24 Ord Aug l4 

Gittagp, Hexry Jons, Barwick, Somerset, Wheelwright 
Yeovil Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Goorvitcn, Pururr, Castlewood rd, Clapton Common, 
Tobacconist High Court Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Hayrtow, Joun Eowaarp, Soulby, Westmorland Innaeeper 
Kendal Pet Aug i3 Ord Aug 13 

Hitt, Wittiam Pearson, Plymouth, House Painter Ply- 
mouth Pet Augl4 Ord Aug lé4 

Intam, Henpeat Atprep, Luton, Chemist Luton Pet 
Aug l4 Ord Aug 14 

Kemprnours, Wittiam Samvet, Helston, Cornwall, Furni- 


Kent, Florist 





ture er Truro Pet Augl0 Ord Aug 10 


Lays, Bowarp, Church rd, Barnes Wandsworth Pet 
June 21 Ord Aug 10 

Laagner, Gorpow pe Lacy, Penn rd villas, Holloway High 
Court Pet July 9 Ord Aug 10 

Lavey, Eanest Hereronp, Upper St Martin’s In, Motor 
Car Salesman High Court Pet June 8 Ord Aug 14 

Mircae.t, James, Stainton, Urawick, Engine Fitter Bar- 
row in Furness Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 13 

Morcax, Georoe James, Merthyr Tydfil, Cycle Dealer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Museeave, Beryarp, Howick, nor Preston, 
Director Bolton Pet Aug 10 Ord 

Ox1ox, Argtuur, Loughborough, b 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Quvetcs, Heway, Limestord rd, Nunhead Editor of a 
Newspsper High Court Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Saypsrsos, Witttam, Mirfield, Joiner Dewsbury Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Sxrrn, Epwarp, Acre Ip, Brixton, Baker Wandsworth 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug 13 

Wueatcrort, Faxpergick Wittram, Higher Broughton, 
Salford, Milliner Salford Pet April 18 Ord Aug 12 

Wisker, Jouys Foster, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 


Company 
Aug 10 was 


+ 





London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANTILL, CHARLES ISAAC, Ashton under Lyne, Motor Car 
Agent Ashton under Lyne Pet July 31 Ord Aug 15 

BLANCHFLOWER, Victor JAMES, Cirencester, Tailor Swin- 
don Pet July 11 Ord Aug 16 

BoNNRY, RicHARv, Southsea, Hants, Tailor Portsmouth 
Pet July 31 Ord Aug 15 

CARTER, Epwin C, Hastings, Pet 
July 29 Ord Augi7 

CLAYTON, JOHN WILLIAM, Chorley, Licensed Victualler 
Bolton Pet Augi17 Ord Aug 17 

COATES, StMON, Selby, Yorks, York Pet Aug 16 Ord 
Aug 16 

CRUTCHLEY, JOEL, Fradley, nr Lichfield, Farmer Walsall 
Pet July 24 Ord Aug 14 

GREAVES, WILLIAM, Walton, nr Boston Spa, York, Farm 
Labourer York Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 

HAWKINS, ARTHUR, Brede, Sussex, Farmer Hastings Pet 
Aug 2 Ord Aug 16 

Hewson, Francis, York York Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 

HOLLAND, ERNEST, Maidenhead, Builder Windsor Pet 
July 11 Ord Aug 17 

HOWLIN, ABRAHAM JOHN, Blackpool, Physician 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Kemp, WaLTER BRAMALD, Long Acre, Fruit Salesman 
High Court Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 

LEVI, JoskeH, Leeds, Tail »r, Leeds Pet Angi6 Ord Aug 
16 


Builder Hastings 


Preston 


Lioyp, J ¥, Bishops Cleeve, nr Cheltenham Cheltenham 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 15 

MAY,; WILLIAM JAMES, Clifton, Bristol, Dairyman 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

MORETON, ALFRED, New Malden, Surrey, Tarf Commission 
Agent Kingston, Surrey Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

MUTTON, HERBERT EVWARD, Macclesfield, Printer’s Com- 
positor Macclesfield Pet Ang 16 Ord Aug 16 

NAYLER, JAMES, Brisley, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet 
Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 

PALMER, CORNELIUS ALLING, Campden House rd, Ken- 
sington, Publisher High Court Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 
15 

PAUL, ARTHUR JOHN, Portsmouth, Boot Retailer 
mouth Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

PERKIS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Bromley, Kent, Compositor 
Croydon Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

PROEHL, JOHANN HEINRICH FRIEDRICH, Duncombe rd, 
Hornsea Rise, Tailor High Court Pet Augi5 Ord 
Aug 15 

RAMSDEN, SAM OppyY, Bradford, Waste Merchant Bradford 
Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 16 

REkSs, JOHN, Williamstown, Glam, Collier 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

RICHARDSON, THOMAS ASTWOOD, Otley, 
Leeds Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

ROBERTS, WALTER CARLYLE, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Tailor 
Kings Lyon Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

Rosinson, HENRY, Liverpool, Cycle Agent Liverpool 
Pet July 31 Ord Ang 16 

SCHOLES, ROBERT, Sandbach, Chester, Master Painter 
Macclesfield Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

TUCKER, HERBERT EDWARD, Wimborne, Dorset, Grocer 
Poole Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

YEMAN, ALBERT EDWARD, Syduey rd, St Margaret's 
Middlx, Architect Wandsworth Pet July 29 Ord 
Aug 16 


Bristol 


Ports- 


Pontypridd 


Confectioner 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AMBLER, FREDERICK, Bradford, Dining Room Suite 
Manufacturer Aug 28 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bradford 

ANDREWS, JOHN PERCY, and MARY DALE, Bromyard, 
Hereford Aug 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen 
st, Worcester " 

BAKER, DANIEL, Woodville Magor, nr Newport, Mon 
Aug 28 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 


Mon 

BONNEY, RICHARD, Southsea, Tailor Aug 29 at 3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

BootH, WILLIAM, Manchester, Solicitor Aug 29 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

BRYANT, JAMES, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Collier Aug 28 at 3 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

CHURCH, GEORGE FREDERICK, Trowbridge, Wilts, Butcher 
Aug 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

COATES, Simon, Selby, Yorks Aug 30 at 3 Off Rec, Red 
House, Duncombe pl, York 

CoopErR, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Gillingham, Kent, Florist Aug 
28 at4 115, High st, hester 

CorTTLe, ABRAHAM JOSEPH, Kem n, {Beds, Contractor 
Aug 30 at 2.30 Lion Hotel, ford 

CRUTCHLEY, JOEBL, Fradley, nr Lichfield, Staffs, Farmer 
Aug 29 at 12 Of Rec, 30, Lichfleld st, Wolver- 
hampton 





| 


DANIELL, HENRY CHARLES, Penryn, Cornwall, Oil Dealer 
Aug 3lat12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

FowLer, Henry THOMAS, Birmingham, Brass Caster 
Aug 30 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st 
Birmingham 

GREAVES, WILLIAM, Walton, nr Boston Spa, Yorks, 
Farm Labourer Sept 2at3 Off Rec, Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

HAWKINS, ARTHUR, Brede, Sussex, Farmer Aug 28 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

HEWSON, FRANCIS, York Sept 2 at 3.30 Off Rec, Rel 
House, Dunc.mbe pl, York 

Kemp, WALTER BRAMALD, Long Acre, Fruit Salesman 
Aug 28at 1 Bankruptcy bidcgs, Carey st 

LeGeort, EDWARD, Brothertoft, Lin 
at2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Soston 

LEVI, JOSEPH, Leeds, Tailor, Aug 30 at 11 Off Rec, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

MUSGRAVE, BERNARD, Howick, nr Preston, Company 
Director Aug 29 at 230 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, 
Bolton 

PALMER, CORNELIUS ALLING, Campden House rd, Ken- 
sington, Pubiisher Aug 28 at1l2 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

PAUL, ARTHUR JOHN, Portsmouth, Boot Retailer Aug 29 
at 4 Off Rec,\Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmou:h 

PHILLIPS, ERNEST JOHN, Meriden nr Coveatry, Farmer 
Aug 28 at ll Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventr7 

PRORHL, JOHANN AEINRICH FRIEDRICH, uncombe rd, 
Hornsey Rise, Tailor Aug 28 at :. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

REES, JOHN, Williamstown, Glam, Collier Aug 29 at 11.15 
St. Catherine's chmbrs, 8t. Catherine st, Pontypridd 

REYNER, FREDERICK HUBERT, Hale, Cheshire, Oil Mer- 
chant’s Traveller Aug 29 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

RICHARDSON, THOMAS ASTWOOD, Otley, 
Aug 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Le 

SANDERSON, WILLIAM, Mirfield, Joiner Aug 28at11 Of 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

SCHOLES, RopeRt, Sandbach, Chester, Master Painter 
Aug 28 at 12 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Maccles- 
fleld 

TucKER, HERBERT EDWARD, Wimborne, Dorset, Groce 
and Baker Aug 28 at 2.30 100, High st (first floor) 
Poole 

WATKINS, JAMES, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Builder Aug 28 at 
11.30 Orf Rec, 144, Commervial st, Newport, Mon 

WOULFE, TALFOURD VERNON, Holyport, Berks Aug 23 at 
12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ANDREWS, JOHN Pzrcy, and MARY DALE, Bromyard, 
Herefurd Worcester Pet July5 Ord Aug 16 

CLAYTON, JOHN WILLIAM, Choriey, Licensed Victualler 
Bolton Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 

Ss, Simon, Selby, Yorks York Pet Aug 16 Ord 
Aug 16 
Ss, ALBERT J, Northcote rd, Clapham Junction, 

Butcher Wandsworth Pet May13 Ord Aug 15 

EVANS, HANNAH, Crescent rd, Alexandra Park, Draper 
Edmonton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 16 

FAULKNER, WILLIAM ABBOTT, Wallis Down, Dorset, Grocer 
Poole Pet July 25 Ord Aug 15 

FOWLER, HENRY THOMAS, Birmiagham, Brass Caster Bir- 
minzham Pet Augil4 Ord Aug 16 

GREAVES, WILLIAM, Walton, nr Boston Spa, Yorks, Farm 
Labourer York Pet Augi17 Ord Aug 17 

HEWSON, FRANCIS, Lawrence st, York York Pet Augi7 
Ord Aug 17 

Hitt, E F, Clapham Park rd, Clapham, Tobacconist 
Wandsworth Pet June 24 Ord Aug 15 

HowWLIN, ABRAHAM JOHN, Blackpool, Physician 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

KEMP, WALTER BRAMALD, Long Acre, Fruit Salesman 
High Court Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 

LAWTON, PeTER, and SAMUEL LaWTON, Middleton, Laxcs, 
Sik Embossers O.dham Pet July 25 Ord Aug 14 

LEVI, JOSEPH, Leeds Tailor Leds Pet Aug 16 Ord 
A 1 


Confectioner 


Preston 


ug 16 

MARSHALL, FRANCIS DENH4M, and JOHN BoDEN MoNT- 
GOMERY THOMSON, East India av High Court Pet 
Juve 2 Ord Aug 14 

MAY, WILLIAM JAMES, Clifton, Bristol, Dairyman Bristol 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 1 

MORETON, ALFRED, New Malden, Surrey, Tarf Commission 
Agent Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 17 

MUTTON, HERBERT EDWARD, Macclesfield, Printers’ Com- 
positor Macclestield Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

NAYLER, JAMES, Brisiey, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet 
Augl7 Ord Aug 17 

PAUL, ARTHUR JOHN, Portsmouth, Boot Retailer Ports- 
moath Pet Augl5 Ord Aug 15 

PERKIS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Bromley, Kent, Compositor 
Croydon Pet ~~ 16 Ord Aug 16 

PHILLIPS, ERNEST JOHN, Coventry, Farmer Coventry 
Pet Augi8 Ord Aug i6 

PROEHL, JOHANN LUEINRICH FRIEDRICH, Duncombe rd, 
Hornsey Rise, Tailor High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord 
Aug 15 

Rameat, MARY ELIZABETH, Whitley Bay, Northumber- 
land Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 15 

RAMSDEN, SAM UDDY, Bradford, Waste Merchant, Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Rees, JOHN, Williamstown, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

REYNER, FREDERICK HUBERT, Hale, Cheshire, Oil Mer- 
chant’s Traveller Manchester Pet July 26 Ord 
Aug 16 i 

RICHABDEON, THOMAS ASTWOOD, Otley, Confectioner 
Leeds Pet Augilé Ord Aug 16 i 

RopERTS, WALTER CARLYLE, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Tailor 
King’s Lynn PetAug 15 Ord Ang 15 

ScHOLES, ROBERT, Sandbach, Chester, Master Painter 
Macclesfield Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

SUFRIN, BERMAN, Manchester, General Warehouseman 
Salford Pet July 27 Ord Aug 16 

TUCKER, HERBERT EDWARD, Wimborne, Dorset, Grocer 
Poole Pet Augi6é Ord Aug 16 
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